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SECURITY CLASSIFIED TESTIMONY 

014718 


February 18,1997 

Status of Document: Postponed in Part 

Number of releases of previously postponed information: 0 

Number of Postponements: 53 


Postponement # 1 (Page 8): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 2 (Page 9): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 3 (Page 9): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(l)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 4 (Page 9): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 





individual, whichever occurs first. 
Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 5 (Page 11): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 6 (Page 11): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 7 (Page 11): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 8 (Page 11): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 9 (Page 12): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 10 (Page 12): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement# 11 (Page 15): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 






Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 

Postponement #12 (Page 16): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 

Postponement #13 (Page 29): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 

Postponement# 14 (Page 30): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 

Postponement # 15 (Page 31): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6( 1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 

Postponement # 16 (Page 31): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 

Postponement #17 (Page 73): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 

Postponement #18 (Page 77): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 








individual, whichever occurs first. 
Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement #19 (Page 85): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6( 1 )(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 20 (Page 86): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement #21 (Page 98): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 22 (Page 106): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 23 (Page 116): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 24 (Page 126): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 25 (Page 126): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 




Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 26 (Page 126): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 27 (Page 129): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 28 (Page 146): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 29 (Page 146): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6( 1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 30 (Page 152): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement #31 (Page 152): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 32 (Page 152): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 






’****x*&f*4****#ev& .imiX.* % hi- V •, 


Postponement # 33 (Page 153): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 34 (Page 153): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 35 (Page 153): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 36 (Page 154): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 37 (Page 155): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 38 (Page 160): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 39 (Page 172-A): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 40 (Page 185): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. 



Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement #41 (Page 222): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 42 (Page 222): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 43 (Page 261): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA, 
at which time it will reconsider the postponement 
Substitute Language: CIA Employee 
Review Date: 05/1997 


Postponement # 44 (Page 271): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 45 (Page 276): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly 
may be withheld under Section 6(1 )(A) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso. 

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the 
individual, whichever occurs first. 

Release Date: 05/2001 


Postponement # 46 (Page 277): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be 
withheld under Section 6(1 )(B) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation 
Review Date: 10/2017 


Postponement # 47 (Page 278): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be 
withheld under Section 6(1 )(B) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation 
Review Date: 10/2017 






Postponement # 48 (Page 278): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be 
withheld under Section 6(1 )(B) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation 
Review Date: 10/2017 


Postponement # 49 (Page 278): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be 
withheld under Section 6(1 )(B) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation 
Review Date: 10/2017 


Postponement # 50 (Page 278): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be 
withheld under Section 6(1 )(B) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation 
Review Date: 10/2017 


Postponement # 51 (Page 278): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be 
withheld under Section 6(1 )(B) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: Source 
Review Date: 10/2017 


Postponement # 52 (Page 278): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be 
withheld under Section 6(1 )(B) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: Describes source 
Review Date: 10/2017 


Postponement # 53 (Page 278): 

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be 
withheld under Section 6(1 )(B) of the JFK Act. 

Substitute Language: Describes source 
Review Date: 10/2017 


Board Review Completed: 09/27/96 
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Honorable Louis Stokes, Chairman 

Select Committee on Assassinations \ 

House of Representatives 
Washington, D-C. 20515 

Dear Mr, Chairman: : 

I 

rl 

I know that you are familiar with our practice of executing secrecy j J 
agreements with individuals (1) to whom we provide access to classified | • j 
information and information of an intelligence sources and methods nature! 1 
which I am charged by law to protect from unauthorized disclosure, or 
(2) otherwise perform services for or are engaged by the Agency- Such 
agreements are in force even after the relationship with this Agency has 
been terminated. As you are aware, the inhibitions created by these 
Agency secrecy agreements exist solely for the purpose of assuring 
that classified information is imparted only to authorized recipients. 

As Admiral Turner has assured you previously, it is his desire to \ - j 

cooperate fully with your Committee- It is in this spirit that I am interested | 
in assuring that such secrecy agreements do not impair access by your j 

Committee to information within the scope of your charter. Therefore, I ) 

have determined that disclosure of otherwise protected information to the Selecl 
Committee or its designated staff members will constitute authorized provfsion^ 
of information within the meaning of such secrecy agreements . This letter* J 
may be used to indicate authorization to any individual who has executed a 3 

secrecy agreement with this Agency, or who may otherwise consider i 

themselves bound by an obligation of secrecy to this Agency, to furnish to 
the Select Committee information within the scope and jurisdiction definedpby • 
K. Res. 222. * * i 

■i 

' t 

1 appreciate the extra precautions taken by the Committee to assure, - . | 
against the inadvertent risk, of disclosure of those few exceptionally sensit|ve | 
matters involving the safety and well-being of individuals, and the protection f 
of covert sources and operational methods not falling within the scope of ? f 
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IT. Res. 222. I understand that Committee staff members will be instructed 
to be circumspect in the conduct of their interviews and during hearings to 
avoid the risk of inadvertent disclosures and to provide the affected person 
with the opportunity to receive guidance from me or my designees on the 

applicability of this authorization to particular questions which are asked- 

» ■* 

I believe these arrangements meet our mutual interests in assuring that 
all persons respond fully and truthfully in providing testimony to your j 
Committee. Please indicate by your counter-signature on this letter if 
it is acceptable to you. 


Sincerely, 


.//s' ,/ j // 

//. // A / /c/ y 

y / A / //t A, 

/ / AA ! r- (AA'A'^ - 

'/ Prank C. '-Carlucci 
' Acting Director 
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Honorable Louis Stokes, Chairman 
Sele-cft Committee on Assassinations 
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Mon da' 7 , Julv 17, I? 78 


n<=> 


nosicion of 


RAYMOND 5. ROCCA. 


called for examination bv counsel for the subcommittee, 


? ; 
.1 


* • i 

y .i 


pursuant tc notice, in the offices of the Select Committee 


or. Assassinations, Room 3501, House Annex No. 2, Second, and. P 
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a.~. - when rsre nresent: 


4 - a . c r> 


O CICC.y, 


r or the subcommittee: 


Michael Goldsmith- Staff Counsel 


Charles Berk.- Staff Counsel, 


Elizabeth Berning, Notary. 


■ • .1 


. 






Ms. Berning. That is the witness' name? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Raymond Rocca. 

Ms. Berning. Mr. Rocca,- would you stand please, and 
raise your right hand. 

Do you swear that the testimony that you are about tc 


ive is t 


rue and correct? 


Mr. Rocca. I do. 


Ms. Berning. Thank vcu 


C O N F I D E -I 


M X ZA .* 
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f cr 
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C .i 
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M y~ * 

Goldsmith 

ie record, sir 

Mr. 

Rocca. R 

The 

address i 

Church. Virci 

Mr. 

Goldsmith 

M.r. 

P.ccca. I < 

Mr. 

Goldsmith 


Raymond G. F.occa. R-0-C-C--A. 


- L-I-N-D-E-3! - 


- Lar.e, 


The zip is 22042 


Are yen here tedav voluntarilv? 


Are you here without the need tc resort 


9 i 


to a subpoena on the part of the committee? 


V ir Dr 


P.ccca. That is correct. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Off the reccn 


>> 

;l 




(Discussion off the record) 


12 ! 

t 
♦ i 

i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rccca, do you understand that vou 


t , 


4 i 


have a right to have counsel present todav? 


■ ^ -4— X. 


4 

;i 


r ii 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, indeed. 




i # 

t c 


.1 

:| 


Mr. Goldsmith. And do you waive that rick.t? 


i 

i l 


? - 

• 3 , 


Mr. Rocca. I waive that richt. 


SO 


Mr. Goldsmith. At least for new. 


Mr. Rocca. Yep. I expect that I will be able tc judere 


< 


.t 

'I 

n t .) 


in terms of the caveats indicated here where to ask vour 


V w / i 




\ 


indulgence and just set aside and proceed. 




Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. Me problem. 


:i 


Have you received a copy of the committee rules and 


“ y 


House Resolutions 222, 433, and 76C? 


Mr. Rocca. I have — for retention. 


O M F I D E M T I A L 
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c 
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vi 


. ! 


\r> 


:i 

:i 


>r. Goldsmith. Yes. 


Have you had an opportunity to read Rule Number 4. 


VI 


Rccca. i have, indeed. I mean, I ; ve read 


* » 


-it. Goldsmith. Do vcu understand it as well? 




C* os 


_ understand il 


X- Jt_ 


oy^op 

U A * —» A'- O l * 


4-1-- X. ' 

- -: ci _ 1 


4 

* 

c 

..1 


% 


possible uncer these circumstances. 

••' r * Goldsmith. Dc you have any Questions ahou 


it now? 


y t 
i 


•. i 

! 

■ 

i 

, 


Mr 


Rccca. I have nc questions about it now. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Under the committee rules. Mr. Rccca, a 



=! • 


: j 


M 

J 


witness has a right to receive a copy of a deposition transcjrio 

•'j 

In other words * whenever a witness gives a deposition statement. 


'pt-m 



• ■ 



I ^ 


J J 


:j he has a right to receive a copv of the transcript. 





However, the Central Intelligence Agency has asked the& 


• -A 


I committee to recuest o 


Ik 


f 

j ^ 


f present and former Agency employees fco % 




/■sx . » 


I 3 


t — 

, / 


20 


* 


'"Sdr-' 

pUtw—>' 

•J 


I 


waive their right actually to receive a coov of the transcript J 

- - * * C*» 

The Agency is concerned that the transcript has classified § 

* 

information m it and would not want the transcript to leave? 

t 

the committee’s secure areas. 

So, for than reason, I v/ould like to ask vou v/hether 

« 

> 

you are willing to waive your right to receive a copv of the i ■ 
transcript. By doing so, however, you would still have the ' 

t 

full right to review the transcript for accuracy and to make 

any necessary corrections. Sc, all you are waiving is your ■ ’ 

right to receive a copy. 

Mr. Rocca. I do. 

CONFI DENTI A 


& 
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■ 

M 




4. 


V 

% .3? 


& 
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from the holdings of the National Archives HSCA (RG 273) 



# f 


CONFIDENTIAL 


Let me say that membership in the Agency has lone since I 

4 

comported the waiving of constitutional rights in various ; 


respects. This is simply another — 


Mr. Goldsmith. I won't be asking you tc waive ar.v more 


rights-, I hone 


I would like you to know that the Court Eecorter will 
be asked to certify the transcriot as a complete, accurate- 
and true record of all the testimony given. 


t • 

I 

I 

1 

I 

* 

i 

;=#/ 

i " , 

i # 

! '4-, 

.■ 

* 

i -Mi 

?? 

* 

• %'j ■ 


. i • . **& 

Mr. Rocca. Will there be an opportunity to correct it? • If 


There are mis-speakings and that kind of thing, ’whatever th4t 

*!* 

v/crd means. It has just been coined in the last year or so. 


"I mis-spoke." 


B 




.» 

i .j 

i 
♦ 




k. I 

I 


Mr. Goldsmith. You will be civen an ooportunitv tc reviswffl 

— — *S#1 


the transcr 


,+• F 


or accuracy. If, in your opinion.- it is not ; 


f 

accurate, there is a procedure for rectifying those types of ; 


problems 


l-y . 
ti-1 


1 


" '<■ X V 




H 


Mow, are you retired from the Central intelligence Ager|cy? 


Mr. Rocca. I am. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you received a copy of Acting 
Director Carlucci's 23 March, 1978 letter which, for the 
record, corresponds with JFK exhibit number 94? 


v 1 


J 




Mr. Pvocca. 23 March, 1978 — I have. 

Mr. Goldsmith. That is the letter that specifically 
discusses the Question of secrecv acreements and authorizes 


im 




v -I 


Agency employees to respond to relevant questions made by this 


CONFIDENTIAL 


v’ 
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committee. 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. ! 

i 

I 

It also contains caveats which protect the continued j 
interest in sources and in methods, which I regard as adequate 
under the circumstances, and therefore I accept this, and I 

understand. 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. You understand that letter? j 


! M 

: t! 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. He wants me tc tell you all you neipa f | 

* % 

; £ 

to know in order to get your job done. j J 

I -1 

• '•> 

5 4 . ■* 

A 9 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. ; j 

• > 

- ■*. 

I believe the letter indicates that so long as questions | 


I 4 


relevant to the committee's mandate are addressed to the 


witness, the Agency is authorizing you to answer these question# 

: I 1 

I ^ 

I would like to have this marked and offered as an ! 

exhibit. | 

* I 

i 

(The document referred to was marked Rocca Exhibit , • 

i % 

i 

Number 1.) i 4 

Mr. Rocca. I judge that this is the standard type | 

\ j 

of thing. 

1 .-I 

'A 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 

4 » 

■4 I 

; ! 

• - > 

Off the record. 

. ► 

1 

■, : ' ?< 

(Discussion off the record.) j • 

Mr. Goldsmith. I will indicate for the record that -* 

i 

this exhibit is one that we have used for every witness i 

• $ 

1 r 

< 

that the committee exther knew worked for the Central i 

1 


. 7 ntJPT npM r r | T a t 
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Intelligence Agency or thought night have worked for the ; 

I 

Central Intelligence Agency. We have, at times, given the 
letter to witnesses who had no connection with the Agencv. 

How many vears were vou employed with the CI a:5 

I 

Mr. Rocca. From its inception in 1937 to the 31st of j 

« 

I 

December, 1974. | 

I 

Mr. Goldsmith. What position did you hold when vou j 

I 

retired in 1974? 


Mr. Rocca. I was Deputy Chief of the Counter Intelligfencsl 


10 ! 


staff. 


Mr. Goldsmith. What position did you hold in 1963, at 
the time of President Kennedy's assassination? 

Mr. Rocca. I was Chief of the Research and Analysis 


Division of the Cl staff, the Counter Intelligence staff. 


16 ;| 


Mr. Goldsmith. Is that known as CI/R&A? 


Mr. Rocca. That is. Correct. 


Mr. Goldsmith. What responsibility, if any, did you 


have v/ith regard to the CIA's investigation of the assassination 


in 1963? 


« 

Mr. Rocca. My responsibilities, in my own words, were j 


21 d 

to serve as the working level point of contact and facilitation 


to the Warren. Commission staff, the working level point of 
contact and facilitation. 

That was initiated some time in January. There is a 
memorandum of record which reoresented the results of 


CONFIDENTIAL 





conversations at about that time, which, informed ne of this 
decision. In other words, it was not a thing that I sought. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Before we go into your responsibilities 
in more detail, would you describe for the record what the 


* i 

n 


l 


i 

i 


Counter Intelligence Research and Analysis staff did in 1 
In other words, what was the purpose of that unit? 

Mr. Rocca. The unit was desianed to brina to bear 


aeS-? 




ll 


analytical intelligence, analytical brainpower, which meant! 

£ 

all source, all overt source comprehension* a studv of cases 


ij that had ceased to occupy operational significance, that is 

!i 

■ 

! closed cases; to maintain the ongoing record of overall 

quality and quantity of counter intelligence being perform.edf' j- 


l! 


by the entire DDP operational component; to — operational 
component — the Deputy Director for Plans. 

Mr. Goldsmith. That's lust in cans — DDP. 


i t 


Mr. Rocca. DDP — I have listed now three functions, 
broadly speaking. To keep the community informed on the 

4 

organization's structure and operational potential, that is, 
the threat of all intelligence services throughout the world, 
that is, by supervising the writing of an encyclopedic 
publication, which was called the NIS Section 56 at that timed! 


This was a specific responsibility of the component. 


I 


1 

In other words, it was a research support for operationfejl. 

1 

components. The final major function, and this is important, 


is traininc. 


V7e were responsible for the supervision and 
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performance of Cl trainina. I 

! 

So, we kept the Cl indicators, the overall record of S 

! 

CI organization throughout the world — that is, the adversary! 
services we worked on cases when they had ceased to be oif 


ii direct concern to the operational components, and tried to jjnak< 

' -'ii 

• ^ 

relationships between cases. 

vVe were concerned, obviously, on the training side ir 

! % : 

j working with other parts of the intelligence community, as ’ ! 

i ! 

i well as training inside, and so forth. ] 


• „■>* 
I "M 

• m 


% -4a 


: W- 
f Ti. 

s , ! -*V 

. M 


I think that those five broad topics — I could narro’i 


I ' 

» 7* 

i ffii- 


■ m 


them, down — 


Mr. Goldsmith. No, that's fine. 


"'4"- 


Mr. Rocca. I think this is sufficient to get us startjedl 1 

* I 

Goxdsmith. »*7ho was in charge of the CIA's investifra^i 
into the assassination of President Kennedy? i 

i 
I 

Rocca. As far as I know, there was no formal 
provision for investigation. The investigation was the FBI'| — 

4 

? 

not.'CIAis responsibility. 

4 

Mr. Goldsmith. Within CIA, isn't it fair to say that l 

initially SCEUO] was given responsibility for conducting 

the investigation? J 

} 

Mx*. Rocca. I don't want to nit-pick your language, but$ 
that was not an investigative responsibility, as I understood 


1 k 


i V 


it. 


The GP Floor phase, which he headed up — 


CONFIDENTIAL 
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Mr. Goldsmith. The GP Floor? 


Mr. Rocca. Floor phase. 

- « 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you define for the record what 


GP Floor is? 


. I! 


3 I! 


Mr. Rocca. GP Floor was the code name assigned bv the « 

* . f 

DDP, by Mr. Helms and Mr. Karamissines and the desks, tc : ^f 


7 

characterize cable traffic during the initial phase of the i 

: 

8 •* 

• Agency's relationship with the various authorities and with 

i ’ 

I 

9 1 

• its own organizations or components overseas. This is a 
code facilitation, a telegram or telegraphic consideration.; 

llj r 

And, during that phase, it was indeed Mr. [scetso] res^On^f — 


!i 

9 !i 


i p 

ij 

* m-. 

•. -‘t 

! -w 


i m. 


; & 


1 w 


12 | 


sibilitv. I think he did an extremely good job. 


i :>w. 


13 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, GP Floor was a code name which wasf ' 

I 

« 

i 

assigned to cable traffic pertaining to the Kennedy assassinate. 

% • 

is that correct? s 


9 :> -V 

I 

• 

f 


Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, durinc the period of 

i ! 

November through January, and then it was phased out. | 

Mr. Goldsmith. And Mr .£$C 6.L$d"Jinitially had 
responsibility for — 

I 

Mr. Rocca. Coordinating traffic, for working with the 

9 

.1 

DDP with respect to what was being done over the whole world» : 

t 


f . t \M 


■ % 

B 


• m 

' 4 


as far as I know. This was before I got into it. ■ 

Mr. Goldsmith. After Mr.FSCE'LSO^ nc longer had i 

ll 

responsibility in that area, who took over the responsibility 
for coordinating the Agency's investigation? ‘ 
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Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, there was no further 
orvptonym assigned to it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Nevertheless, without a cryptonym. being 
assicrned to it-- 


C .1 

:j Mr. Rocca. And therefore cables would go to the DDP, 

!! 

0.1 " 

; would go to Mr. Helms or Mr. Karamissines, the various destys 

i 

i 

** : 

1 I In other words, it became a decentralized resnonsibilitv. " 

II 

q ;! i 

•j In other words, there wasn't, as far as I can make i 

i; » 

Q i # 1 

| out, a formal placement of an investigative responsibility.:! 

i » 

f 

® j| Mr. Goldsmith. Informally, who — 


Mr. Rocca. 


became — or the Cl staff and I for thes 


12 i 


staff became then — because by that time a commission had 


i| 

j been, formed —' had become the point of contact for the 


commission. 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, informally, the Cl staff was 
responsible for coordinating the CIA's investigation? 

Mr. Rocca. This is where I wonder about the use of t£e 
term — that is, w’hatever we had done, whatever we were to d 0 
or did to assist the Warren Commission focused in the staff. :! 


Mr. Goldsmith. In the Cl staff. 


Mr. Rocca. In the Cl staff. 


Mr. Goldsmith. At the time, who was in charge of the 


Cl staff? 


Mr. Rocca. Mr. Angleton, and Mr. Hunt was his deputy 
Mr. Goldsmith. Was that Mr. E. Howard Hunt? 
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Mr. Rocca. No. 


Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, who is Mr. Hunt? 


Mr. Rocca. 


iaifferent person. 


Mr 

4 


Hunt was Mr. James Hunt, a totallv 


5 ! 




6 ! 


8 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


25 


ii 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know why the responsibility for 
providing information to the Warren Commission was given tip 
the Cl staff as opposed to Mr •I SC£IS*]? 

Mr. Rocca. I do not. 

I would judge — and I am guessing now, this is ourelv 

& 

a guess — I never discussed it with him — that as Chief of 
the Mexican Desk, which was his former job, the whole c 


of the case had shifted from its initial ohase of October aid 

* f! 

November, where traces came up involving his files and his < 
handling of the initial leads that developed out of the 
Mexican resources, and that he no longer regarded it as 
really his primary responsibility. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was there any conflict between 
Mr. Angleton and Mr. JsC£.t$oregarding the manner in which t$ie 
investigation was to be conducted? 

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, there was none, and I 
did not hear of any at the time — or since. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Is it true that initially Mr. CSC£L50| 
was given responsibility for the investigation and that 
Mr. Angleton in some manner interceded in the investigation 

being conducted by ?lr. [scelso ] 


CONFIDENTIAL 




Reproduced from the holdings of the National Archives HSCA (RG 223 


cuwr iUENTIAI. 


Mr. Rocca. If so, I do not know this and cannot 
sustain that allegation, by any information direct or indirect 
I have never heard it even as hearsay. 

By the whole line of questioning, I judge that you 


j have ycur own interests. 

jl 

Really, Mr .[scet-s*] sat here (indicating) in a small*—' | 

1 -7 

l 

desk in WH for the Mexican area. He was in a oosition £ 

! ? 

to develop through the assets of the Mexico station extremely 

I H 

i 

interesting material, which at the time was not recocmized ,i 1 

j ! 

obviously, as pertaining to anything like what came out of It 

I ; • ■ 

* i 

. 4 i 

« • 

in October or late September, and that was entirely appropriate'; 


to the WH division and area, and functional division. 

Mr. Goldsmith. WH stands for Western Hemisphere? 

Mr. Rocca. Western Hemisphere — not White House — 1 
underline that, please, because this is another of the canai^ds. 
As I say, it was entirely appropriate in the GP Floor 

I 

! 

phase that he would have that. But the minute you had a i 


?\ 

» j* - 


* S 

‘ % 

I 

I 


commission set up outside the line obviously had to be the 
Director, and from the Director to his Chief of Operations 


1 

! fife 

I m 

%. 

I 


* 

overseas, because the spread involved then all of the divisibnd 
Here you had Mr. [£c£L$0*3being asked to sign off on cables 

t 

that had to do with Netherlands, with U.K., with Australia, j 


and it would have seemed to me utterly'administratively s 
hybrid monster. 

So, in effect, the concentration of supervisory 
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jj authority on the assistance beinc Given the barren Commission 
i| • - 

i | 
i 

j once they got underway was something, as I understand it, • 


negotiated between the Commission itself and Mr. Helms. 


jiMr. Angleton was present. I may have been present at the i 

i i » 

i. 

t. 

meeting which decided that R & A would be the point of referenqe 


ill cannot recall. 


But there is a memorandum — off the record — there 


a i 


ij and you should have it. 


11 ! 


Mr. Goldsmith. There is a memorandum for the record 
which indicates — 

r * 

j i 

Mr. Rocca. In January, which indicates how that thin<| 
cot off. .And it dispells, I think, any idea that there was § 
some kind of internal machination. 


16 ; 


Mr. Goldsmith. Where would that memorandum, for the 

record be found — because we have reviewed man'* files and 

% 

I 

I 

I have not come across that particular memorandum? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, it should be found in the file. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Would it be in the Oswald file? 


20 1 


Mr. Rocca. It would be in the Oswald file, and it 
should be around January. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Who is the author of that memorandum? 
Mr. Rocca. The author of that memorandum must have 

i-. 

been Mr. Helms himself, or Mr. Karamissines. It reflected 


conversations that tookDlace with Mr. Rankin 


Warren Commission memorandum 


t mav be a 


CONFIDENTIAL 





Reproduced from the holdings of the National Archives HSCA (RG 233) 


» i 


1 


8 


CONFIDENTIAL 


But that memorandum exists. And, as I say, the 
memorandum., to me, represented a logical evolution of what 
had gone on in the development of the case. 

'-i'. Goldsmith. Would you be able to locate that 
memorandum for the committee? 

In other words, do vou still have a relationship with 
the Agency which would permit you to obtain that memorandum? 


pi# 





i **. 

i 

I M 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


25 


Mr. Rocca. Well- if you could arranae it for me to 


ao 


m 


4 r 




out there, I would. 

Can we have a little bit of a diversion now and oerha|>s * 
go off the record? I want to ask about a number of other 
people who helped, who would know this. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. Let’s go off the record for a 


•tf 


$■ 




kA 


j* • - * 
■ 


moment. But I don't want to go off the record a whole lot 


in this deposition. 



(Discussion off the record.) 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let's ao back on the record. 

Mr. Rocca. I have no formal knowledge of it by 

r 

direction or indirection, or hearsay. 

Mr. Goldsmith. By "it ,! you are referring to — 

Mr. Rocca. Of such a thing having happened. 

Mr. Goldsmith. You have to understand, Mr. Rocca, thajt 
we went off the record. So, for the record, by r it, :: what 

.i 

are cu referring to? 

j 

* i 

Mr. Rocca. The shift of the responsibility for overala. i 






if 

*.■" y 
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15 


1 


ij coordination of what the Agency was doing, from WH, ttrfj>CELS4 

i 






i tc the staff. This was an utterly logical and completely 


|l what I would call inevitable in terms of cost effectiveness a: 


II 


i< everything else. 


11 


V 


I 


8 


I! 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did the shift take place right at the 


time that the Warren Commission was established? 


Mr. Rocca. I have in memory the date 12 January,?and 


m 



ii this is something that just comes now right out of my 

• I ** 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


25 



Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

i 

Mr. Rocca. So, it was pursuant to that. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Why was the responsibility for thje 

Cr 

investigation — I am usinc that now in an informal senate/ 
because I think vou feel more comfortable with that — *|hy v 

'i 

' j 

the responsibility given to Cl staff as opposed to some |Othc 

& 

I staff within the DDP? 

Mr. Rocca. Because that's our business. Cl has f 
the business of dealing with activity involving espionage, 


1 ; * ■ 
i# X. ^ 

: 

* . ' 


:.W 

K 

fi 

Ai 


•vfl 

.3 *'* 


s 


m 






sabotage, subversion, terrorism, and the whole works. It l ,;w 
spelled out in 1-1, Chapter 5. You will find that absolute® 




stated formally. 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, of all the units within the £IA 

I 

in 1963, the Cl staff, you are saying, was best suited jpo 1 
responsible for this? 


m 
# 


>* • 


yfe. 

T.iir 


Mr. Rocca. That's right, yes, because, in addition 

fl 

staff had the responsibility for the DDP, for maintaining 


^ m T 7V T 
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i ; 


j, relations, the liaison relations, with the office of security 


2 

iwithin the Agency itself, the office of security, and with the : 


o l| j 

FBI and other agencies. This was by directive 1-1, Chapter 5. 

r — • 

m 

i ! 

I underline the importance cf 1-i, Chapter 5. ; 

® i Mr. Goldsmith. That is the Cl staff charter? : 

i i 

i 

® Mr. Rocca. Charter — and this shift was oreciselv { 

J" h 

1 directly in line with the implications of that charter. Th|.s •' 


8 j , 


is my reading now in retrospect. 

Mr. Goldsmith. ^hat was the line of reporting withiji 

I 

the CIA with regard to information that was relevant to the ii 


i assassination? By line of reporting I mean once informati 


13 ! 


was received, who did it go to? 

I am'talking now about the time the Cl staff was 
responsible for the investigation. 

i 

Mr. Rocca. There were — this is where you are goinci 
off, because the Cl staff never displaced Mr. Helms in his 

•tj 

direct relations with the Commission. The Cl staff never 
displaced the direct relations between the Soviet Division, i 
Mr. Murphy, Mr. Eagley, with the Commission. The Cl staff 
never displaced the direct relations between-Mr. 
even after it had taken over. In other words, it was a 
decentralized approach. 


. . 'A# - 


f ’§i 


{ 'P 


: m 


i v & 


New the material that did come through of a substantive 
nature developed by these components, and particularly the 
Soviet division, were brought down in the normal flow of cay 


r*nwPTnPM»PT * r 
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jto day work. They were reviewed by me or by the assistants 


2 !! 


I had, and they were Mr. Tom Hall, Mr. Thomas u all, Ph.D., 


! TT 


niversity of Chicago, in Slavic Studies, and cur Russian 


i I 

i expert: Mr. Paul Hartman, who was a general research and search) jf 

1 ' : 

; ■ M: 


t o vr 

j 

l 

ert: 

My- 

i 

ii man 

• i 

for 

the 

'i 

Mr. 

Arthur 

FBI 

who 

had 


iourc.es * and 


a former member of the 


• 'M: 

i 


« JO* 

: « 


f ' 


FBI who had transferred to the Agency many years before. « 

: i ■ 

» , 

jl >Jow these people actuallv were dealincj with the actual 

ll - - 


9 ; 


j.'- 


working level in the various divisions, or the various 


jt 

j divisional elements, particularly in SB, would be working 


ii )i 


il • 4_U 
with me. 


12 


Goldsmith. Let’s see if we can clarify this for 


ii a moment. 


Overall responsibility was in the hands of Hr. Helms. 
Hr. Rocca. That’s correct. Mow you're talking — and 


16 I 


that never changed. 


M r . Goldsmith. That never changed from the very begifinijn 


Mr. Rocca. As far as I am concerned, Mr. Helms was ili 


i *■ 


v 

charce, and Mr. Karamissines, his deouty, when he was not there. 

I 

I 

I 

For sensitive aspects, Mr. Angleton and these two were in 

i 

charge, or the division people. 

! 

; 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was Mr. Angleton heavily involved in 

✓ 

)S 

« 

the investigation, other than occasional sensitive matters j 

| 

that arose? j 

i 

* 

i 

Mr. P.occa. I think not. I think this is a correct i 


I r: 

• * 
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^ A. ^ 


i; aooraisal of his role at that tiir.e. Ke attended the general 


2 : ! 


meetmcs. 


witn 


Let me give you an example of what I have in mind. 
Though I was the working level point of contact 
he committee, that is, I knew Mr. Slav/s on in particular. 


, i 

j! and worked, I believe, closely and profitably with him, and 


!| 

‘ jj without reservation, there was another historian. In any 

ii 

!| 

8 event, I was not cleared for the Nosenko case. So, I did n 


•i attend anv of the discussions that took dace on that matter, 

:i — 


10 1 


’ and that, too, is a matter of formal record. 


11 !! 


You should find that record to back that up — if you 


i! hav 


have not rounc it. 


1 i 

ij in other words , if you are loo-tinc for a fixed point of 

i 

i 

i 

14 investigation here, you have to keep in mind that again, you: 

15 ! had access to sources and methods and ccmpartmentation was 


16 


observed, notwithstanding the fact that I was the working 
level point of contact. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, the Nosenko case would be an 
example of a situation where Mr. Angleton would have been 
involved. 

Mr. Rocca. It was Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was Mr. Angleton involved as well? 

Mr. Rocca. I don’t think he was at the meeting that 
concerned it over at the Warren Commission, because I had the 
delicious experience of being asked to leave at a certain 


CONFIDENTIAL 










Reproduced from the holdings of the National Archives HSCA (RG 233) 


CONFIDENTIAL 


■ i 


staca. I know he yasrht 


14 _ _ .... 

t" ^ n pro 




T TV - f- 

♦ /AAWI Up 


would be an ex.a~.ole of 


ensitive 


situation that woulc. prompt 


Ancle tor. to have been involved 


i in che invest deration? 


^ • « 


hr. Rocca. Oh, he would, have knov/n all of that 


' !j ^vhatev«r else, I have no similar story to tell about him. 


! j i have the one to tell about myself and the NoserJco case, wh 


2 _ch :%l 


! I was not cleared for. 


Mr. Goldsmith. But earlier you said that other than 


0 ps-j Tia.^'terSr . ^j^crlshcn b5.sicc.liv was not involvscL 

n tbs investigation. I an woncsrin^ 1 f you esn crave an 


■! 0v3j*'ni q ci 5 sensitive s.atcoc 


- S 


Pr. Rocca 


r * 7 eli, I would imagine ail of the matters 


\ invclvinc the intercept of correspondence. 01 Oswa^c. 


Id 1 s 


T 

: correspondence — which j. s aw an 13/-. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, in 13S3, when you vers working or. 


'•this case, you did not see the correspondence, the cable-traffic 


i from Mexico Citv to CIA headcuarters reporting Oswald's 


■J contact? 


Mr. Eocca. Very definitely that is not the case and 


y -- 


[that is not what I saio.. 

! 

i 

Tfjr, talking about the correspondence intercepted. 


Goldsmith 


. <1 • - * 

■ U -t “ "l 

u_ 


intersect are you talking about? 


Mr. Rocca 


A *• U 


alkinc about the intercepted mail 


corresmcncence 
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a ju 


’ -I 

,1 

- II 


rz 

1 — m Vw# 


3clc.sm.ith. Okav 


v 

*5 I 

" ll 

•1 
i 


You are talking about the HDLINGUAL procram? 

hr. ?.occ 2 . I ! th talkinc about that material. He would 


- |have handled that. 


JL ■— — *■— - V v^. s i»i f ,y 1 ^ - — . 




in 13 75, it was clear that? 


_ ;» 


! ifv 

r* * 

i 

Papich had come 

over 

on 

Saturday morning an 

jail 

cf the material 

on t: 

-at 

file. But that was 


had taken 


he first tilts 


.1 

" jI knew that that part of — in other words, there was very 




7 jjstrict compartmentation utilized within the whole crcu^ in 


= ilcrder to protect sources and rr.ethcds at the tire that we vest 

P W 

P : 

p ; attempting to help this body'. That’s the point that I : n ;i 


- * i 

< i 

. * < 4- r-rr i t-* c T* 

f —» — • U- - A v- 

* • • “ 


c make. 




Mr. Ancle ton ! s role would have been, I v;ou!d have 


? * i 


■“ liirvagir.ee., in that connection. 


« W 4 


Mr. Goldsmith, r as Mr, Ancleton■s role nericherai 


or* 


* • i . 

IC I 


{central to the investigation? 


17 i 


Mr. Pocca. How can vou sav with an asset like that 


7 i8 jjthat it could be peripheral? I don't know, because I was not' 
G ' !| 

— ■ r mrivv to the materials. But I could cuess that it must have I 

ip" — 

” :been important for him to put that material of Parich’s to use 


7! ! 


<,*g\ ‘ a.' 


immediately 




:ir. Goldsmith. 'Jail, how much material was generated 


^ ;! 


£y the HDLINGUAL program? 


:i 


Mr. Rccca. I have no way of really recalling. it was; 


a substantial file and I see no reason why you shouldn't hava i 


O N 


DEN 


I A L 
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Then vou can answer the cuestion yourself 


Mr. Goldsmith. I want to exolain to 


F.occa, 


‘I J-V-p*}- 4 -Vna Tjorci •f = pir , +- 


Mr. Rccca. I don't mean to be impertinent. i 

Mr. Goldsmith. — riles and documents are macs available 1 fj 


us doesn't necessarily mean that the files and documents 




.! are accu 




is I 

One of the reason for takincr dercsition statement! 

- - *3 • I 


* « 

: ;| is because files and statements are not always accurate. In 
I 

* fact, one cf the purposes of this committee is tc verify the* 

I« 

• f 

i 

0 accuracy of the Agency's own files. 


i 

T * ■' 

I w ’ 


4 ; J 

u : 




Mr. Rocca 

• 

cne 

respect, 

the fil 

e that R 


the 

201 file 


_L L. 


ake your point on that. Let me say th#.t 


rea 


son, the Oswald file, which was 


& A kett, that is, the material pertaining 


the 201 file — you can be sure is the file because i 


•t 

5 ;v/as computerized, and you can't change the computer order 

f 

4 i 

■ t 

~ !wi^out leavinc a record. Therefore vou can be sure that 
«• " * ' * 

/ ! everything that went into it is stul m it. 

* ( 

. • 

;| 

c :[ Mr. Goldsmith. rith recrard to the HDLINGUAL fire, you 

:i 

\ 

? .j indicated before, I believe, that the file was a thick one. 


• > 




iCj i Is that true? 

- 1 ) Mr. Rocca. No, not thick. It must have contained 

i 

-- i 

-- iseven or eight letters or so. But the nan who would know 

i 

*’ j exactly is Mr. Birch O'Neill. He headed the project. 

' I 
< 

1 1 

j Mr. Goldsmith. Ne've spoken to Mr. Birch O'Neill. 

I 

' * 

\ Mr. F.occa. I mean, he must know this exactly, then. 
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! Ke must knew this exactlv. 

• I 

l 

;l 

1 Mr. Goldsmith. Again, 


act that we have talked tc 


3 i other people does not mean that ve do not want information from; 

i, * 

• • 

4 

" ' you, if you have that information. I 

ii P 

■ * 4 

" j Mr. Rocca. Of course not. ^ ■ 


!j Mr. Goldsmith. To the best of your recollection, how 

fi 

•j many Oswald intercepts were there in the HDLINOUAL program? 

ii. J 

i 

• i 

:• Mr. Rccca. Oh, this would be — if you have to — 


A 

tm 

!’&? 

» >:a • 


;! as I sav, I read it in 19 7 5 at the ncir.en 

i i 


t the Rockefeller 


j Commission was coming in. I’m sure they locked at tne whole 

i 

i i 

;j thine — Mr. Ford, or whatever is the nane of the individual 


\ ;#■ 


11 who was concerned. I went through it cursorily with Mrs. M^tsonj 

• * ‘ii 

j 

* 

•! she is the person who handed me the file. There must have f 


i five, or six, or seven. But this is cure guess. 

• 

* \ 

f 

■; fee twelve, there may be three -- I can’t say. 


Thera mav 


* * 

l C f 
il 


Mr. Goldsmith 


Mas there mere than one? 




Mr. Rocca. Oh, there was more than one. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

Get tine back to the question of organization, I thir.h 

t —' 

-j 

I understand from, your testimony — 

Mr. Rocca. Mhen I say more than one, it involves both 


i MM 




^ i ends, that is. materials going 


out froir. Mrs. Oswald and xnatdrialv 


* ceniner in from hire. i don't 3cnew what the proportion is or 

i 

! ever, if there 'were things coming in, or if it was confined 

i 

: scieiv to things going out. As I say, this is something 
: CONFIDENTIAL 
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net a cart of mv baa. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. I understand 


Getting back to the cuestion of organization, I think 


veu have indicated — 


Mr- 


Rocca.. So, you have very clearly in ir.ind now that 


- :: in two areas that were of sicnificance, I was conoletelv cut 

- - 


: GUt. 


Goidsrr.ith. Yes. 


J # 

: ’%■ 

f ^ 

■ ^ 




Mr. Rocca, I’m sorry to have to ask you this again, iiut 


* -h'V-.-b 


! you are going to have to listen to my questions, and please |try i f 


not to interrupt me. 


Finally, getting back to the question of organization*. 


. 

• 


: - s >i 

■ • ^ 

* - ■ 


• <1 


J ifor purposes of clarification, now, I think veu ! ve indicated; 

j b 

■ .! verv ciearlv that in terr.s of overall resronsibilitv, it was 

, -*• j 

i i 

. ! 

; i^ the hands cf Mr. Helms. 

* ”’ “ « , 

’! 

^ I 

= ,! Is that correct? 


\ -i 


Mr. Rocca. That is correct 


Mr. Goldsmith. Other than that, I think you have 


. - .i 


■! indicated that the investication was decentralized to some 

'I 






ixtent in that different area divisions, primarily Western 


:l 


« 9 y 

i Hemisphere ana Soviet Europe were sending information upstream 


/ s< v. 

J X 


« 

- .1 


j to headquarters — and there may have been other divisions 


; as well sending information, but primarily it was Western 


-i ’i 


! Hemisphere and Soviet Russia — is that correct? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


0 N F I D E >T T I A L 






C 0 N F 


D £ N T I A I 


Mr. Helms held weekly meetings at which these j 

» 

I 

creneralizat rons vere soread snc. -vkich division chiefs ccr.r 1 2 . 0 c. 


r.ji 


j.as:T.it.i. ;;ov;. 


=11 of the information 


v> - j- - - 


i division chiefs were sendinc upstream at one time or another. 
« 

i 

|j I believe, went through the CI/RSA staff , is that correct? 


Mr. Mecca. 


can't sav that ail cf them. did. Those 


that are marked plainly on the record as havir.c been '-'ere —»• if :$ 


.hey are all, a don't know. 


• • • H 

ioidsm" t " 1 P"! T 3^ v^h 1 ’ £ r"i * cr J_ 3 p fit 


• 


that all were. But, as a matter cf vour best recollection new —M 


Mr. Rccca. Mr. Helm 


Mr. Helms indicated that all 


all material 


J£& 


jbearing on anything that could be of assistance to the 
1 1 

-I 

Marrer Commission should be seen bv Cl staff and P £ A and 


rf 

— 

li 

1 

H- 

** 

* 

mar 

O 



i 

3 

+ • 


i 

• • 

0» 


% # 

I— 


1 z 

i y* r* 

> 



* 

n 

• 


0 

tn 

? - 

1 

DT 

P* 

* 

M 

* / 

1 we r 

1 


parked for us. He issued very, very strictly worded 

% 

Indications — thev were verbal insofar as I know — that we 


'were to leave no stone unturnec. 


Mr. Goldsmith. And were Mr. Heims : orders cer.erallv 


! followed? 


» 

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, they were followed tc the , 






« ■ 

iletter, bv ail that I know of. 

'! 

I 

I 

•I Mr. Goldsmith. So, if you were asking different 


: |divisions to send to CI/R & A information pertinent to the 

I • 
l‘ 

*I 

i 

I investigation, can we assume safely that most of that 

1 

i 

iinformation did, in fact, go tc CI/P.S.A? 
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Mr. Aocca. Your question turns cn most of it. There 


> 1 


_L ^ 


no wf.v that I can judge whether most of it 


t did or net 


•! That which struck some division chief or his assistant 

i < * 


! would have come forward, anc. m.ucr. tic. 

t 

! :ir. Goldsmith. A.ssumir.g that 'Ax. Helms’ orcers mere 

♦ 

i 

j 

i followed? 

I 

r 

I Mr. Recce.. Yes, as supine that they wer e followed. 

i 

i 

i Hr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

♦ 

I 

! Cculc you indicate for the record how the overall 


j responsibility for tne investigation was divided ostvesn w..e 


.! FBI and th 


<=> pt; o 

cr w -t- ir. . 


;j I understand that both organizations have different^- : 

4 

i V - : 

;j charters and different purposes. tThat was your understanding 

14 . 

I * 

i 

; - j 

•! Q f gra > s resccnsibilit iss for the investigation., as opposeq 


' to the FBI’s? 


VI -w“ O 


. Rccca. 


■• T ell, as you have already detected, i 




cbiect, • I think, in principle to the use of the wore. 

"i rustication,” to aooly to the CIA. 

" “ ” \ 

nt r m Golcsnith. I7eil, how would ycu liice ine to phraso 

the auesticn? I woulc he clad, to do tna^. 

Rocca. CIA made its entire worldwide resources 

available to the Commission to assist it in gathering all 
information within the powers of its operatives and its 


operation 


Hr. Goldsmith. Are you saying, then, that the CIA. 
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r* \J XT r n C XT rn T 


i 

O 

<-n 


rvi 


rw 


v 1 


-T 


orovided information but it did not conduct an invsstication? 

*j i 


V 1 


t 

.1 


- » 


; t 
C 


Mr. Rocca. But at tires it r.ade use of investigative 
technicues. But I have read enough Bureau reports tc know 


U. - i <-*. 


on a ratter of 


this kind, the urinary investreative 


responsibilities were in the domestic authorities, and that 
investieations done abroad, ever, those, were repeated by 




.he Bureau. 


;a 


* < 
• * 


it 

i 

i 


I 

. i 


. f 


Mr .Goldsmith. So, the Bureau, in effect, was 


ccr.ductincr an investigation overseas? 


/■ 


%■ ■: 


I tR; 

\ v* 


'At 

! # 
* B 


>£* 


Mr. Rocca. 


mu 0 vps hhe T-rirar^ investicratri 


authority. 


• m 

irjt, 

■ka 


Mr. Goldsmith. In light of that point — which is 


» — 

* • 


exactly the point I was 


trvino to rake in terms of trying 


m 

• $ 


trl i 


• • 


* /■■ 

• m 

■ 

• i 

' 4 
» 

to determine 

what the 

n * 

c.;_ 

fferenf ar 

r. .,3 c 

of resuon 



i r 

t 

1 

4 

\ 

■ i 

were between 

the Burea 

u 

ar.c. 

-T“ 

o -Li^. 

• 

r» 

licht 

of 

that point, 

* 

m * 

• 

% * 
1C 

4 

i 

i 

1 

• 4 

• 

* f 

what was the 

respensib 

• — 

- ± 

ity 

of the 




in 

* ^ 

• / 

I 

•1 

• Vv» pr 

cca. The 

r~* 

IA W 

as tc 

turn 

over 

and 

to deveIon 




ll 


s ;; 


.ds. \ 




'0 ‘ 
.W * 


1 • ,' 


ar.v 

4 


information bearinc on the assassination than coulc be 


cf assistance to the Warren Commission. 


Mr. Goldsmith 


i * 
I 

\ 

i 


Mr. Rocca 


Mr. Goldsmith. N 


mat 

ion 

given directly 

1 

i i3: 

l 1 

. j'.i? ■ 

• 

to 

the 

Bureau? 

S_ • 


in many cases. 

« v? 

gh 

the 

i isn’t 

1 

4 

1 rr' ■’ 

■ ^ 


I 


echnicaliy authorized to conduct investigations overseas , 
are vou saying that in effect the Bureau was the agency 
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primarily responsible for overseas investigations pertaining 
to the assassination? 

Mr. Rocca. On matters that were of substantive 
interest, I think that is accurate. That is certainly the 


- I 


case in Mexico, where vour statement that they are not 


echnicallv — 


7 :| 


Mr. Goldsmith. Authorized 


? ! 
I; 


Mr. Rocca — authorized, I think is in a grey area, 

* 

and where it was never contested that they had primary 
responsibility — ar.d therefore they repeated investigations* 
Mr. Goldsmith. v'hat was the role of "r. McCone? 

Mr. Rocca. I had no meetings with him. during that 
oeriod that I can recall, at all. 

I have nothing to say that would bear on this. 

I am. sure he authorized com.plte support. 

% 

Mr. Goldsmith. But in terms of actual involvement 


• / ;> 


in the CIA's work in this area, do you knew what his 


responsibilities were? 


;i 

:c li 


Mr. Rocca. No. I can't speak to that. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like now for you to refer 


to a document which i will call CIA number 1876. For 
the record I will indicate that the Agency has provided 


documents to the committee. The Agency, for security reasons,- 
has numbered those documents so that the Agency can insure 
later on that all of the documents have been returned. J ; 


<*. *■ *- 
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I 

. I 


:cr rr.y purposes I refer to these numbers so 


U-- -d 


hev 


\ can be used for the record. So, the Agency's nutber, that 

i 

1 thev use for security our^cses, we use for reference ourpcses 

I w -a — ** 


! here. 

C 


I would like to refer vou to CJ.A number 1373 and ask 


i you to read the first question and the answer to yourself 


/ i 


(Pause) 


9 


_ _i_i_ . cGi b:: ..L L- - - - 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


Have vou dene sc? 


wrote it after talking with (Don 


i- ;! 


Mr. Goldsmith. This is a memo for the record cate< 


1 Arril- 1375, which I believe you say 


sav that vou wrote. 


Is that correct? 


hocca 


Tnat as correc 


Vqc 


« • 

I; ■: 


Goldsrr.it' 


I only 


h. ^\7. 


a few cues tiers concern 


•» 1-. -i_ -P 1 y ^ J- -r-\ m t3 C~* :m 


iC i 

.i 

.i 

•i 


Mr. Rocca. hell. 


o r 


:1tilevel — vou se 


ysec: 


the word "multilevel” there — that is the word that i 


now 


» l • • 


It here refer to as decentralized 


!! 

■ » 

** !) 

i* 


•> 

• ■ • 
i - * 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


i understand. 


Mr. Rocca. I am. glad there is some concordance. 

Mr. Goldsmith. The question that I have for you — ia 


^ i’ this first paraerraph veu say that C- hae own defector input. •; 


23 ’! 


i! What did you mean by that, if you remember? 


2i :i 
.1 


Mr. Rocca. Oh, J. remember it exactly, because I 


- handled it 


confidential 


-,^-s—V-'m '.‘jy ;\C. 




- ;! 


- ; ! 

« ;t 


This was Golitzin. 

Mr. Goldsmith. In other words, Golitzin giving 
information to the CIA which — 


Mr. Rocca. Giving it to ir.a. 


y-x. Goldsmith. Giving it to you. 


Mr. Rocca. Yes 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


r-u 


ich you would 


;her 


n forward cn to 


the proper, authorities. 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. It is the basis of the report -- 
is the basis of the report w»iich you must nave, I m. sure. 


J- U 


because it's been releasee. I have cottar, a copy ar.c. I 


it ever in the DIS course'that I am giving, the seminar, ; 'v 
on Soviet intelligence. It is called the "Uses of Assassifcati 

ar.d Executive Action by Soviet Intelligence. 

It f s a nemo, it ! s a combined memo, done by Mr. v<icren s 




C B y r. '-Jicrer. was Mr. Murphy * s research and analysis ?«rso 

so we worked very closely together. Mr. ITigrsn actually ^3 
the supervisor of Mr.[ ] who was the person who found 

the Minsk photograph, which is the only substantively new j 

* 

thine that was produced in the whole case. And, in his memo, 
this material of Golitzin was incorporated on the basis 

m 

xr.y debriefing. 

Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, hovr do you spell 


Golitzin? 


Mr. Rocca. 


G-O-L-I-T-Z-I-N. 
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Goldsmith. 
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paragraph 

and in your 

testimony to 
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Pocca. Yes 
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vcu referring to now? 


Mr. Rocca. 


ah 


This is the ohctcaraoh that shews Oswald in the checfcer 


I 

• • >* 
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t v*f. 

V V* 
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shirt, and it had been either found down in that lady, thati 
Quaker lady's materials, or whatever it is. S3 division 


! assigned an individual “J to look over every photogre0:h 


■j in the DDI file in another part of the agency for here. 


'! anc that man, workinc lunch hours — and I sav this with sot.s 


• '&■ . 
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• ■. ‘X 

■ ,lf 


I f ! - 
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heat because I still think this is one o 


A* % 


the sicnifleant 


centributions that has been unrecognised — by looking at 
photographs submitted by the Los Angelas office of CIA, 
dene by two ladies — 

* j 

’ c % 

Mr. Goldsmith. Cramer and Marten. 
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Rocca. -** he saw that shirt, that’s all he saw. 


It was an incredible shirt cf hour.dstcoth checks. 


! it. Here we had positive proof that he was in Minsk and. we 


didn't have to co on any kind of — I personally — that was 


i 
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r- :! 
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I • 
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:! one of the workinc level thincs that I handed over to hint. 


Thatiwas 
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• # 

- #'• 

and we j 

'•/•i. 

,$s 
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• i 

that was 

4>: 


j 

to him. . 



Mr. Goldsmith. Is that the photograph that shows 


Oswald with a croup of other Russians 


«: 
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Mr. Rocca. And a car. 

Mr. Goldsmith. In a car or and a car? 

Mr. P.occa. And a car — because anywhere an American 


1 i 


t! 

r :! 

- :l 




car went-we 11 , this I think may have been a Volkswagen, 

it mav'have been a German car —there were croups, and this 
• • 

was right in the plaza at Minsk, the main plaza. 

Mr. Goldsmith. This is the photograph that was 


} I 


■f # 

» $ 


orcviced by two American tourists? 

Mr. Rocca. That's right. But if you notice, the 
Bureau redid the whole investigation and there is no 
indication in the report that it cane from CIA. 


But that's how 


it did it, and Mr.£ 


deserve; 


* S 


hichest praise. 


if i 

•I 


I « 

t: i 


« .* ' 


Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, would you spell his 


name new? 


Mr. P.occa 


• C 


Mr. Goldsnith. Do you know ’why that photograph voulfi 
have been taken by the domestic contacts division people, or 
whenever contacted those two women who took the pnetograph s 


. b 






in the first place? 


Mr. Rocca. Sure. 


Mr. Goldsmith. In other words, the photograph was 


» ft 

m 


obtained crior to the assassination. 


Mr. Rocca. Many years 


Mr. Goldsmith. Many years prior to the assassination 
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veil, a year or so nrior to the assassination. 
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r•. r. Rocca . A vear or two . 
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Scldsir.ith. 
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at that tire there was no particular 
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n Jsvaic - i i 
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o, do you know how that -- rather why that Kiotocrrat'h 


; M 


w j 


was taken by the C^A officials involved? 


_ .i 
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Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


t 

.’if.'. 

i -sv 
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i 


It was one of a series of pictures turned in bv thesi 


-. y. 


9 ! two ladies in the normal course of what is the authorized 
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r.ission or contacts civisior, at 


i~e located in the 
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■it 
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11 
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. i 
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or turn me uo useful foreicn inter! icer.ca on — sv Americans, I s 

# 

That picture, on the extreme left. 


who volunteer. 


nac a 
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crane in it, an industrial i 
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zhich we v/era snecif icaiiy • 
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- ,| rnterestec 


'hat was the wav 


the photograph had been selected* 
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r li ; That crane was crooned out when the picture was published 
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Mr. Goldsnith. 


Thanh vou. 


17 , 
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That clarifies an important issue fer us. 


Pin Kio 


•_.i= CIA ! s effort to support the 'barren Coramission 




by providinc the Commission with relevant information reflect 


any workinc hypotheses? rn other words, did the Aaencv say ) 



«. t • 


.i 


I 

* 

4! 


I 


n areas 

•vere to 

Rocca. 

I p • +• 

-L. t/Qi. 


speak for all of these ether 


1 ; 


~r .! 


. ^ • 


authorities that were in touch. i can speak only for what 




came across. 


Our primary interest was in following up Soviet leads 
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on the assumption that a person who spends four years in tl' 


ne 


Soviet Union, under his circumstances, had to be of specific 


interest tc Soviet state securitv and 


their collateral authoritiif 


j As a consequence, we favored very strongly that the cuestions ; 


:i that were to be delivered to the Soviet Union for response 


: 

m 


should include very specific inquiries with respect to what 


: -m 


> m 


i 


he did — not just this hospital record, as it turned out. 


j ■»"€■ 

w. 


13 5 pages of it — but just exactly T vhat he did. And, as fair 


i 

■ -MCtr. 


as I know, these were excellent questions. They, too, have: 


been released. I have not reviewed their.. They would still 




i be useful questions to answer. 


The Reporter. Excuse me,, but did you say they have 


or have net been released? 


hr. Rocca. They have been released, so far as I knew*. 


: i eiv. not sure of that 


There were three races. 


Goldsmith. Okay, let’s not talk about those question<j$ 


• •» 


?!y question is a general one 


Tfnich areas received emphasis? 


Mr. Rccca. The areas that we concentrated or tended 


C« < . * - ** 


i to concentrate on were the Soviet areas because the reoole he ; 

■i . • : .% 


1 was in touch with in Mexico had traces, crior traces, as 

* — * 


* i 


I * 

KG3 reocle. Thev -were there under consular cover and obviou$ly 


' % 

! could have been doing and were undoubtedly doing a consular 


! job in these earlier contacts. 
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But the whole picture read in the context of that ocrtio 


on 


of KGB use of assassination, oa 


culariv 


the oclit 


zm part. 


which was nht specifically indicated to him, but which is 


the cart statin 


that ail 


• -* • * 

7 1 t- r ? 


ce_.ec.,cit ara reviejvec. H 
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specifically by Department 13, which is new Department 3 —: 


'■ tv 
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that part is Golitzin. He spoke from knowledge. I got it 
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from him and I out it in the oarer and we delivered it 
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Mr. Goldsmith. r t.s Department 13 the assassination 
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; ■ jg-, 
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branch? 
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Rocca. 
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c c.o 7 too, includinc sabotage and the preparation for 
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1 .yd 
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satotaae. So, the assassination thina should not be h.iahli 

mt+ » _» 


^ to 





Mr. Goldsmith. I understand. 


Mr. Rccca. I mean, i 


mink this is, or course,- wnen 
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You made the point very clear 

and we ■ 

ft 

; 

ID 

# . 

♦ -» 




» 


10 


* w - 




• 

■s'* 

X 


i 

understand. 


■< 

s 

t 

• 

- r fA 

to 





• 

Vlv 

o 

> 

% 

* w 

♦ - * 

1 




« 

I 

r£ 


i! 


What other areas. 


if anv, 


received emphasis? 


;w 


(Pause) 
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Mr. Rocca. Other defectors that had cone to the 
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Soviet Union and had been processed in particular ways., his , 
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documentation, his abilitv to travel ar.c avoid internal 

* -A. 


2i ! 


» 
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controls which were exceptional under the circumstances. 


reviev/s of books that were coming out. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. But again, the overall focus was on 
the Soviet connection? 

Mr. Eccca. I would sav, on balance, that was, as it 
came out on our side of it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

I have another question, before I forget to ask you it, 
in reference to CIA number IS75. 

That first paragraph says, "In addition, on sensitive 
matters of concern to the investigation, Dick Helms and Ilurbhv 

- «T 

also dealt directly with the Commission." 


% '■ 


V »> 

.W*r 


f" 

"} V ! 

' f? 1 


'-,.',4 


I * 

t 


Mr. Rocca. Mhich was, of course, in the centra 


cl ± 


Mr. Go1dsmith. Fine. 


I 

i 


- .i 


Mere there any other sensitive matters that you can 


think of? 


i ; 


l i 




Mr. Rccca. That’s the only one that I know of. 'Mo 


;l r 


!! 


:l 
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«I 
< 

i 
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Let r?.e say that this was a very hastily put together meroraricur: 

-.t 

and I did it really'in order to have something on the records. 

I am delighted I aid, too. I have no reorets. But it could 
have been more amole. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Warren Commission give the 
Agency input as to what kind of information it wanted, what 
types of leads should be pursued? 

Vi 

Mr. Rccca. Oh, yes. 
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That was what I was coming to when you asked the other 


hincs that were done 
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For example, they -..'anted detailed information with 


respect to how he could have travelled. 


was worked cut 


by S3 division. There must have beer 


T-N 


-ler cuestions of that 


l. C uJlSi c 


tms stace -- 


• r -» i -» 

T T- I — *-S 

. _ a - _ V. . 


cue c 


enension 


w * 


o_ v;_iao. you v'cre ccing to ask me,- I could have done sene of 


, til 1 


> li 


rr.v own homework. But it is r 


ight off the too of rr.v head nci’ 


* ^ “V— q i » > ^ A- m t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ yx. ^ ^ 


1- . 


specifics at 


> . 


i iJ 


ms point 


.•ir. 


Rocca 


i'm embarrassed that .. can’t think of marjv 


other thincs that we did. 


: * 


Goicsr.iti. 


vcuic. tne .arren Commission co no 


Helms requesting the information, or would - they go directlv 


to vou? 


-i :i 


hr. Rocca. m some instances Mr. Rankin would co 


1 W « 


directly to Mr. Helms. m ether instances, Mr. Slawscn would. 


come rierht in on the horn and he was authorised to talk 


. . - * 


Mali or anybody in R i A about these matters 


There were other oeccle 


_ i-U 


here were other rec-le ir. 


20 i 


the staff that had the sane orivilece. I can’t remember whether 

r- 

Liebler was one. : 


Mr. Goldsmith 


Did Mr. Helms, as a matter of routine^ 


pass on to you the barren Commission requests for informatich?. 


Mr. Rocca. /There it concerned us, I : n sure he did. 
The record should reflect it, because these things were 


invited in pieces of paper. 
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For example, the whole matter of records and record 


- ;i 


keeping regarding assassination suspects was scmethinc that 
was arranged at the Helms level, and which then I received, 


either by telephone call or bv memorandum. And we were able 


; ! 


* I to set - them, up fcr an entire review of hew the Oswal 


Mia 


/ ■! 
il 


had been machined, recorded, and how intelligence pertaining 


to operation 


s was beinc computerizes, and how literallv this v 


• -M 


i M 


. t 
♦ i 
\ 


should be the v/ay the rest of the community should functioni 
So that, a whole nertion of that report which reflects 


I VJ 1 

1 ^ 14 -v* 


recommendations reaardina the mechanization of records, reallv 


arr.e out of what thev saw over there. 




Mr. Goldsmith. Which rer-ort are veu ref err i nc to no*.$? 


yr ^ 


Rocca. The Warren Commission report, ever here 


; W 


(indicating). 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. I understand what you are.pointing 
to, but the record needs to knew. 

Do you feel that you were given by your superiors at 

> i 

the CIA all relevant information concerning the assassination ; 

I 

which would have insured that the CIA could provide the : 


:o ; 


i i| 




Warren Commission with all the necessary information that it, J 

I 

in turn, needed? : 

» 

♦ 

Mr. Rocca. I think sc — to the limit that they were • 
informed and to the limit of my need to knew. : 

Mr. Goldsmith. Were you informed — 


Hr. Rocca. Incidentally — if I may break in — aru 
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point directly involved in the Commission was the question 




f the erahth man -- 


vou nncv; 


v— x x jl. iZ> 


! hotocrarh of the nan — 


- i 


Hr. Goldsmith. The Mexico mystery man? 


Mr. Roccs . Yes f the Mexico ovster 7 nan. 
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•Mr. Goldsmith. he will net into that ohotoqrach 


later on. 


Mr. Rocca. That was handled directly, too,, ar.c ± 
arranged it/ I thinh/ with "vH oeoole oresent. 
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m I 


here you ever told curing the time that you were 
working as the Agency's point of contact v.’ith the barren 
Commission about the Agency's anti-Castro assassination 


•! clots? 


Mr. Rocca. Never. 




Goldsmith. A moment ago I asked you whether you 


had been provided with all relevant information by vcur 
superiors and I believe you indicated that you thought that 
you had. 


• ♦ 


In your opinion, 


was the fac 




hat the Acencv had. 


conducted anti-Castrc assassination plots relevant to th: 




i 


j Agency's — relevant to the barren Commission's investigation 


: ■! 


i 

•i 


of the assassination of President Kennedy? 


i 

\ 

i 

j 

I 


Mr. Rocca. This certainly was not staff responsibility 


This was a responsibility of another part cf the staff - 


- of 




G N ? I D E M T I A L 




Reproduced from the holdings of the National Archives HSCA (RG 273 ) 


CON FI DENTIAL 


1 

! ! another part of the DDF. I was not even aware of the Harker 

- ! 

- | article having cone out until much later. 

t 

•I 

i 

* 1 T O' • 1 7 _ * . . 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


3y this you're saying the anti-Castro 


assassination plots had nothine to do with Cl staff? 


•Mr. Rocca. Yes. How can I iudae nv 


enn 


-eners on "L-jb 


basis of information that I had no need to know? 


Mr. Goldsmith. 'veil, the question really is, did you 

if 

i' 

have a need to .know that information? 

Mr. Rocca. Mall, I was not investigating the thing. 

I was a point of contact for the committee or matters that S 


v/c u 1 c 


facilitate their investigation. You can argue, there 


that I should have known everything. 3ut that's — 


12 : i 


.Mr. Goldsmith 


T r. Rocca, please don't misunderstand 




j me. i. m not suggesting that you should have known 


i i 

I w 


i 

.. I 


20 ; 


ii 

•* i i 
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i 


Mr. Rocca. But you were pointing out that I had _ 
contradicted myself. I don't think I had. 

Within my limitations and need to know, I think I had 
what I had. 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, I didn't even mean to 
suggest that you had contradicted yourself. 

t'i 

Mr. Rocca. I withdraw that, then. 




Mr. Goldsmith. I am only trying to clarify the recotjd 


— ! 


i here 


:ir. Rocca. Yes 


Mr. Goldsmith. After you indicated that vou said veu 
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had received, all the relevant information, my question was 


■ i 


? I! 


co you think that the anti-Castro assassination clots were 
relevant to the barren Comission * s investigation? 

>!r. Rocca. My feeling is — r.y answer to that euestion 

t 

is that this is a political diversion and that no political ; 

i 

action -- I am now speaking with 20-20 hindsight — that no> ! 


f Whii 


‘ % 


political action undertaken of the kind that has been described M 


J w, 

’ % 


anc it nas been cescrc.oec m various wavs — m ar.v case wcuic. 


* ^ » 

i • J * 


nave 


-oc -? y # 

— -f- t \ 

.. _lc. L. a. 

ave to 


: 0 r 0 rh cg-^ 

/—> -m -f- zz «"• 

- • i. d *,*, i_ o 

’ « 
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had if, I 

dor.'t k.n 

• 

i 

cw wh c^t 

A.J ; - V 

•hh 

• .<<• 

'■•A. 

_ > 

what th.ev 

did, ar.c. 

• 

i ’ •) 

+■ r» <=* v 

''■h 

•’T'-l 

-5?V 


may have known about it. There is indication, at least oresjs 

ij 

references, that Warren die indeed, knew and had been told 


about these thincs. 


» ' . 
1 C I 

:\ 


i can never sav that Mr 


Dulles, who was aboard when ? 


:a :i 


he Cuban thing started but had. left it, didn't talk about it 


— * — if 


• . I 

i 


cC— s 1 ^-. L-j 
• ^ ^ ■ 


n - 


20 : 

l 

I 

r 1 I 

% ! • * 


I 

/ « • 1 


oh a personal basis. But in any case, x consider it a 
political diversion. 

* 

In other words, attam.ntina — anvthing that was beino' 
attempted against Castro through lev; level agents and all th^ 
rest doesn't justify this kind of activity of — 

Hr. Goldsmith. As sas sir. a tine President Kennedy. 


Mr. Rocca 


— assassinatincr President Kennedy. I think 


the whole thoueht is outraeeous. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. So, vour Position, 




/ — o uria. 


even 


though the Agency may have been attemotinc to a 


ssassinate 


■ 

Premier Castro through low level aoents, that would not iustifv 


* t 


a retaliation atterot? 






Rocca. Retaliation — absoluteiv, absolutely, 


absolutely 


i* 

;i 


Now, mind vcu, the Marker in 


tarview is a verv clear 


indication -- there is no question about it -- 


Mr. Goldsmith. Indication of what, sir? 


Mr. Rocca. That there were oolitical — tha 


l, ^r.ere 


were terminal risks involved in aersistincr in attempts to 


j use Cuban exiles. My understanding is, though, that that 


this kind of activit 


rr ■» 

J ^ 


the Acencv and in the community. 


But I was net mrivy to it. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Had you known about the anti-Castro 


assassination riots, would you have given more focus, more 


emphasis, to the possibility of a Cuban responsibility for 


the assassination of President Kennedy? 


Mr. Rocca. 


would have done it anyway, in view of 


the fact that he was in touch with the Cubans. 


Mr. 




• If 


U 3 -: 




#r 
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interview was considered bv those oeople who were encacacsd in 




"•v. 
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loldsmith. However, earlier when we asked vou — 


M 


Rocca. it would have simply intensified that 


interes 


The answer to vour cues tier, is yes. 


But certainly there was all kinds of interest in the 
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Cuban possibility. 


I 

* 1 


- i 


Kr. Goldsmith, Earlier, when I askec. you which areas 
of the case received emphasis, I believe that you indicated 
that on balance the orimarv area of ecohasis was the Soviet 


connection. 


Mr. Rocca. That was certainly the one that I would 'i 


/ i 


say aonanatec 




lookinc at it free, rr.v ooint of view 7 . 


*>:r. Goicsmi";. 


Now, had you known about the anti-Castro 


;! assassination plots on the part of the CIA, wculc. you have dive 

•i 

. * . 

■j more priority, more emphasis, to the possibility of a Castro 

•i : i 

.! 

i * * 

:j conspiracy to kill the President? 

:i 

■ ; 

'[ . Rocca. Acain, I sav that it would have sirarlv • 

il ' 4 

. 

:! ! 

i| intensified it, that there was attention given to it, not • 


rticularlv bv the staff 


had no capabilities on the 


Cuban side 


The o 


rcanization of their service and their operation 


:| in 'Csxico was some thine entirely entirely within — it was an 

* 

i 

■ 

i eniema at the time. They were just aettin.c started. This was: 
;l 

;| VJH’s area. This was 'din Scott's area of proficiency. So 
»| 

11 

tl 

! the defectors had only becur. to come cut and they came out 


-•<o7v 




i later, the Cuban defectors. 
1 1 • 


Sc, I can 1 


really can’t say that (a) the Cuban 


: j connection was ignored, because it wasn’t. The press was 

t 

• I 
.( 

:! filled with it at the time. 


i The Hanker interview 7 should have been un.de lb ted lv given 
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I A L 


greater attention in a generalized sense; but it was given 


specific attention, I was tci 


d at the time cf the Rockefeller 


i i 


t v-v r~r 

j. 1 .'A 1 . 


Mr. Goldsmith. In what wav was the Cuban connection. 


4 * 


in vest Aerated? 


C ! 


Mr. Rocca. I don't know. I don’t know this 


That 


~ || sice of 12 


de of the report strikes me as beinc inadequate. 


I 

- •; 


Mr. Goldsmith. Tell, when I said to what extent was 


the Cuban connection investigated, I don’t mean by the 


- • j •• 


'! Tarren Commission. 


mean to what extent did the Acencv 


j : i 
■ * 1 


rovide — 


’ * 't 

• - :i 


Mr. Rocca. That i can't answer. I certainly didn ? 


'a ‘I 

I J 1 1 • I 

! do it 


ic 


• / 

« 

I 


Mr. 

Goldsmith. 

Pardon me? 


Mr. 

Rocca. T,T e 

certainly didn 1 

t ; in R & A. 

Mr. 

Goldsmith. 

So, CI./P. & A 

did not — 

Mr. 

Rocca. Go 

into the Cuban 

side of it at all. 


^his was somethinc left to the neonle who were concerned 


* - i 


snecificailv with Cuban intelligence and security operation. 


u i 


Mr. Goldsmith. But I believe earlier we establisnec 


~ * :} 

*. * * 


; i 


ha 


Mr. Helms cave orders that information nertinert to 


j assassination was to go through ycur office, correct? 


* W 


Mr. Rocca 


V Q q 


2- I 

■ * 

:| 


Mr. Goldsmith. And once information pertinent to the 


I assassination went through ycur office, I take you or Mr. 
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Helms woulci decide what information would be relevant for 


the V;arrer. Commission to see. 


~ I 


Is that correct? 


Mr. 


Rccca. Me11 — 


r v- 

•iIT . 


Goidsir.ith. Based upon what vcu knew? 
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i 

\ 

M 



i 

U 




U 


^ 1 

4 * 

.! 


Mr. Rocca. Tell, everything would qc, yes. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Therefore, you were in the position, 
it would seem, to know what information was being cenerated 
in the field that was going’.to the -Tarrsn Conr.ission. 

Earlier I asked you which area received emphasis and.' 

.7 

i 

I believe you indicated that the Soviet area. 

Hr. Rocca. Primarily, primarily. But I didn't mean' 

■A 

by that that it excluded the Cuban, because there was a loti 


of material that came thrcuch and went to the Commission 


that concerned the Cubans. 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


Let's cc off 


the record 


(Discussion off the record.) 




« I • 

« 

I 


22 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let's continue. 

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that at the time the 
great press manifestation was that Cuban exiles who were in 
touch with CIA had been somehow involved in this. This was 
the great concern. 


Mr. Goldsmith. That’s another possibility. There 


are different — 


Mr. Rocca. Questions went down to r '?H; do you have 
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;i 


anybody wno could, possible* have cotten involved in this 


2 I 


kind of thine. 


> 

it 

i 

\ 

;i 


There was extraordinary diligence, I thought, exercised: 


1 l 
♦ 


c trv to clarifv that side. 


pd 
fo 

O 

a 

c 

o 

a> 

a 


-5 

i 

vn 


i 

:i 

7 

:! 


i 

I 

_ i 

y i 




♦ 

; i J 


•Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think that the possibility of 
an assassination plot by Castro against the President v/as 
adequately investigated? 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rccca. With the advantages of 20-20 hindsight, 




j* » 


■i 

A 


could say probably not. 3ut at the time it seems to me that? 


- ' 1 '! 




the'-' gave due attention to it — within the information that l 


* r 

■ * 


“! I had at my disposal. 


• ^ 

! J 


•I 

.J 

‘t 
♦ 4 

:l 

■I 

i « 


Mr. Goldsmith 


T * ■ 


Rocca, I also think that you indicar 


that had you known about the anti-Castro assassination plots, i 


» -< i 


the effort would have been intensified 


% » 
l C 




♦ 

i / 


- =1 


4 

1 




- » 


20 i 


t ! 

* * 1 


.1 


■ » 




i 

:i 

> i 
4 
« I 

G I 


Is that a fair statement? 

Mr. Rccca. fell, I would have — certainly I think 
it would have been intensified. Everything would have been 


intensified. 


fti 


% ( 


£ 

r* 


I think in the light of what has happened, a completely! 

i 

different procedural approach probably would and should have. . 

been taken. I mean, there are any number of things that you i 

« 

i 

■f* » 

I 

can sav in the lierht of history. 

u. 

What I can : t accept is that leads were deliberately 


or otherwise ignored. 
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-j 


Mr. Goldsmith. VTher. did vou first learn cf the 


anti-Castro assassination blots? 


Mr. Rocca. There were rumors of these activities 


in the mid and late 


- ! l 

■I 


■The first significant indication that I had that there - 


c !! 

•I 

!| 
♦ . 

‘ t 

/ ; ; 


was Castro appreciation of an actual plot was the reference 
to the K-arker article in the Mexico City case log, which we 


*T I 


' ^ \ 


had accessioned for the file sometime in the late ; 3 0 5 s, after • 
Win Scott's death, when Mexico City shipped its documentation 


f i 


uo n.ere 


Mr. Goldsmith. Are vou familiar with 3ook 3 cf the 


enate Report? 

4* 


Mr. Rocca. No. 


i: : 

•I 


Mr. Goldsmith. Of the assassination plots? 


Mr. Rocca. No. 


17 ! 

. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. Me will defer that till la.ter 


on, tnen 


20 | 


Mr. Rocca. I cot the Marker retort mvself and studi 


it at the Library of Congress in the course of the work that! 

•f 

I did for the Rockefeller Commission. 


~ t .1 

% r i 


~vv 

r 




-i | 


it \ 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, again, for the - record, I 
would like to be clear on this. 

Is it your position that the Agency itself did not 
conduct an investigation, per se, into the assassination of 


President Kennedy, 




simoiv was providing information tc the 
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2T0T1 


ms5 ion ' 


_ i 


Mr. Rocca. i think our role was basically the rrevision 


1 « 

|j of intelligence information, not an investigation. Yes. ; 

• I « 

! Mr. Golcsir.ith, Are vou able to be -tore specific at all' 


■I as to what efrort was mace to examine the question or Castro’s 

■1 ' ; 

i 

>oossible responsibility for the assassination? : 


r ii 

t i( 


/l 27 , Rocca. 


Mo, i am not. 


s . 

•I 

I 

M 

*** It 

'i • 


Mr. Goldsmith. I would like vqu to read CrA numbers- 


ij 1904 and 1905, which is a letter dated April 15, 1975 to Mr. 


'! 

tO :1 


is E. Henry Xncche — K-N-Q-C-H-Z -- from David 'v. 3elin, Executive 4 


9 ft O 1 ■V- /"I 


ectcr of the Rockefeller Comission. 


* 


■ i 

j 

* <■» > i 

i j ‘i 


(Pause) 


w r. Goldsmith. Mr. P.ccca, do vou know whether this 


: m 


I 


- '! 


«i 

i! 

• / ; i 


; i letter v/as ever referred to vou for action? Bv action, I me£n 

j “ “ 

?for response. 

i 

i| Mr. Rocca. I do not, though I know I responded to it 


| directly tc Mr. Belin in conversation — that is, tine substance: 


H e- * 1 

iiof It. 

* ^ J I 

^ • I 

• :l 


There was some other kind of letter which .Mr, Belin 


20 i 


• - rf'J. 


:iwrote that was referred to me. It is much shorter than this. 


C t •) 

» < < 


^ 


'v? :} 

m ' 


a i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Would you now review CIA number 193 4 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. Now you're talking here. 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, according to CIA number 1934, 


i which you have just read, i believe it indicates that you, 
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in fact, responded to the letter of April 15, 1975. 


Mr. Rocca. I indeed reir.er. 


•I 3ut this thing seemed utterly — 


r\ o v r* 


Bs^onc.inc to this 


Mr. Gcidsr.ith* But vcu v T eren : t sure 


you had core 


sc orallv or in writinc? 


i Mr. Rocca. Oh, no. This is — if.I wrote this (infei- 

r 

t 

i 

i catirc). I must have had this (indicating). 

I 

» 

•I 
• # 

. j So, I accent. I withdraw mv previous statement. 

• ' ■* 

I 

■ i 

l 

;J Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

‘j 

In liaht of havir.c read CIA number 1934. 

f ^ 


♦ - 

• i 

• ^ 


* 


hr. Rocca 


'his is what I recall. 


1 

• * 

;! But there is still another memo. You see, 

t 

I 

jtwo memos for him. Are vou aware of that? 

: l 

:l 

:: (Pause) 


i wrote 


i 


Mr. Rocca. I wrote two memos for Mr. Selin. Each 


lihac a letter which enjoined me, actually, to do it. They we xe 


from him. 


(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. I know there was a second memo. 

The memos are complementary, but concern different 


^aspects of the subject. 


/ -- 


ir. Goldsmith. Were they written at the same time? 


Mr. Rocca. They were written in succession and 
ew out of his interest in the Cuban connection. 


So, my vagueness about this probably grows out of the 
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I .1 


w l 


I r 


fact t 

hat th 

ere was a succession 

of memos. Thi 

r~» 

O 

longer 

i- K 

L--iCi.il 

the one that I had. 

But if I refer 

4- 

L- 

accept 

4 J- 

~L C. j 

obviously. 




Mr. 

Goldsmith. Drawing 

your attention 

t O 

number 

two.. 

would you respond to 

the questions 

th 


jj in that paragraph? 


7 


ii 

I 


Mr. Rccca. i would sav that as 


far as I know, the 


2 : ! 


ijanswers are negative. 


1 CS 


O V- 


• * T ■< » 1 . j 

tair.lv cian 




because I didn : t 


: M 


m 


i 

I 

» I- 


: n 
: % 

: M 

' ’ ‘ 

■ ’*4*1 


• m 


• knew 




Mr. Goldsmith. In other words, because you didn't kjio 


■jef the anti-Castro assassination plots. 


- - ./* T 
.>4ivw V- 


^' 

■'. ? 

'%* 
.■> *> 


i ••q 


Mr. Rocca. I couldn’t have tolc their 1 . i couldn't have: 


:j 

:|tolc them. 
:i 


: 


•i I 


:| 

(• 


''■* I 


* t 

1 * 


Mr. Goldsmith. Is it your position that the questions 

• i 

hosed in paragraph number two are answered in the negative? » 

Mr. Rocca. These have to be answered by others who > 
were in the chain of command and who would have had the 
information. 

\ i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mow let’s take a look at 19 34.. CIA 
number 1334. 

According to that document, it indicates that you 


» 

♦ - V«L. 




- -vr. 

I 

h. 


. .. 


lare responding to the questions raised in paragraph number tljree 


;iof the Selin letter dated April 15, 1975. 

<» 

* 

I 

* j 

j Do vou recall ever being asked to respond to the 




questions in n 0 . 1 r 2 .c 2 rs.pns numb 01 * two and four? 
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(Pause) 




Mr. Rocca 


Mo, nor one. 




The only one that I had any possibility ot rest 


tonc.irj 


to 


- i on the basis of ray knowledge or the possibilities that I had 


- i in research was this: and this 


is where the — of course, this^ 


i 

c j is the .barker followup of the public speech. ; 

;i i 

7 ij Mr. Goldsmith. When did you first learn from an Agency : 


• source, if ever- that 


the .Agency had been involved in anti- 


Castro assassination plots? 

« 

:! %ir. Rocca. Very late. I can't attach an exact cate 


: tc 


i ^ ~ ^ 

* 0.0 O 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did you know of the anti-Castro 
assir.ation plots at the time that this letter was 




* 

;! reviewed by you — in other words, in April of 1975? 

it 

t 

Mr. Rocca. No. No. I still don't knew of them.. 

I 4 

I 

j I read, as I recall. Des Fitzcierald ’ s report of his 

■i ' 

.1 

1 visit to Paris when I delivered the report. 

it' 

:| 

I 

• Mr. Goldsmith. ?7hen you celrverec. which, report? 

\ 

i 

J Mr. Rocca. One of the two that I an talkinc about ndK. T 

i 

• Mr. Goldsmith. The memos? 

I 

» 

t 

i Mr. Rocca. Yes. 

I 

I - 

i Mow, that had just been found at the time. 


Mr. Goldsmith. When did you say you retired from the 


• c 

I Agency 


Mr. Rocca 


In 1974. I v/as on contract at this time 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Sc, durinc the time that vou were wcrkinc 


with the R cckefeiler Commission for the Agency, you were 


on 


contract? 


P.ccca. Yes. 


Are we clear on that? 


Goldsmith. And at that time -- 


n 

: Hi 

: S 

8 UA- 

: if J 

i 

: 

s . ; *!k' 


~ ’ Mr. Pocca. Des Ritzaerald*s letter, which is the kev ——fl 

S ; $ 

Z 

' • I went to Paris, _ talked with — ' f* 




Mr. Goldsmith. AMLASK 


Mr. Rccca. AMLASH, exactIv. AMLASK. 

” - . 


l .'£% 


: ■# 


V*» ? ^ 


f- ■* 1 vr -1 
1 — >— _ ... 


d up. it was found by a MK researcher.; 


~ ;i a r *7H man at that time. This was 197 5. 


Art so yen were asking ire earlier how co 1 . 


su 




? that everyth ire had beer, delivered to the staff. You see/ 1 1 

t 

j 

••mean, it 1 s just not possible to taka the responsibility.. Of 
! 

j! course it wasn " t. That letter had never been seen by me. 

1 Mr. Goldsmith. That was just another example of 

I 

l * 

• anti-Castro plot information that was not brought to your 


; attention? 




! Mr. Rocca. Des Fitzaaraid, it is well known, very 

i 

It 

closely associated with the Xenr.ecys in political action anc 

ij 

jthere is no question but that he had total legitimacy in 


;! undertaking what he was doing 


Mr. Goldsmith. I an not questioning the legitimacy 


am or.lv cusstioninc 


whether you had the information. 


i 

« -fin. 




i 


r* r\ 
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;'r, Rccca. I an using "legitimacy‘ m quotes,- too. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Is it ycur position that -- 


? ccca. 


eiaerr-ber this little detail. 


i ✓—i V-% -i 

V: i L. .. ^ _ 


important. Sc I air. able to respond. 


v t r- t v c ^ a ^ t ^ >7 gR o 


15th. 


Mr. Goldsrr 

* 1 * 

11 til. 

In 

light 

vcu today, are 

VOU 

able 

to res 

naracraohs two 

and 

four? 



In liaht of the information available 


s rosed 


Mr. Rccca 


Not for mvseif. 


For myself/ I can say no i 


to all of them. 


■veil,- let 


me rea 


d their, first. 


I think that mould be a 


cod icea. 


•*r. Goldsmith. You are referring, for the recorc., ^o 


1 O ^ ^ 
iru-l . 


1 z 

I w I 


Rccca 


id anvor.e with the CIA tell any member of 


I A » 

10 I -j-Kq- 


! 


;l 

f - 1 


Mr. Goldsmith. No. Read paragraph two only. 

Mr. Rocca. There is evidence that Castro, prior 


,r : tc 22nd Februarv, ’62, knew about the existence of such pla4^ ; 

i 

; . y 

i and the possible involvement of the U.S. Government, and tn§t : y 


;i 

^ ’ '.I 


. tne <~i.m 


at any time prior to the completion of the "arrend -- 


c: -rev — 


:: 1 


i ,; have any documents or other information indicating that. Cait^o_ ^ 
! may have known about such plans. If the answer is yes, would $ 

t . — U 

j vou olease furnish us with copies of uj__l such cccuir.ents 

i -a — 

i details of any such information.’■ 
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I would have tc ar.3v;er necativelv. I do not know 


this 


it 

I 


Mr. Goldsmith. And new, oaracrarh number four. 


\ r 


Pocca. ‘’Prior tc McvamJher 22. 136 3. several months 




error 


c the assassination” — 




i 




;i 

,i 


.Mr. Goldsmith 


Ni 


Mr. P.occa, please read parse 


7 ' 
* \ 


number four now 




ou are on ~nr 


“r \T O <Ci 


fr 


M 

i 

■I 


Mr. Rccca. 


Unn 


Id vou release advise us if there is 


t 


I*. 


i 

-1 

T i 


: iany 


information that would seen tc indicate tnat at any tine 






jorior to November any foreign governments or any foreign cro’jfr 



• * 
I « 


. i 

■kvas considering the possible assassination of any American 


'4* y 


I 


iileaders. If so, would veu please advise us of all the ceta_|o. 


* * 
t - 


I would answer no . I know nothine abcu w that. 


7 4 


i i 


Mr. Goldsmith 


P.occa, you have indicated, that this 


ti 


letter was criven to you tc respond to — I tame it m 197 1 


I C 


2nd, in fact f a memo v/as prepared ny you responding to * 


■ ‘.i 


m 

c— 

• 

1 

i 

• 

* 

Mr . 

P.occa. One 

paragraph. 



to 

♦ « 

• 0 • 
i 

► 


Mr. 

Goldsmith. 

One paragraph. 

\ 


7 Til 

* #• 

W 

* ♦ 4 , 

1 

. t 


Mr. 

Rocca. 3ut 

, as I say, I have 

the impression 

• 

c 

1 






• * j r’- 

<r 

*0 i 






' 

y** 

i? 7 


* 

i 

!1 

«i 

that 

these 

topics were 

outside of my area 

of knowledge. 











m * J 


1 

,i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Agency respond to the guestidns 


A;. 

t 




J .y n- 





■ « 


jthat were posed by Mr. Belin? 


i - * 


I 


Mr. Rocca. 


As far as I know, I cannot — as far as I 


1 


U i 


iknow 


I did not. They may have 


M 


Goldsmith. So, you think that you 
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Y-.ccca. 3elin was in touch with everybody, sc he 


:culcl have. 


t« 

,1 

-J 1 


1 O f* O h) 


v r . Goldsmith. Sc, do you think that you were given a 
nd asked to resronc iust to one paragraph in it? 


^ , I 


hr. Rocca. 0 


*v~ 


respond rr.c its generally to 'cns cruesi^xOii^ 




• i j;. # 

• > ■» =h-’ 

^he background of Cuban knowledge. They were not so. specific §. 


» th 


7 las this, because if I ha. 


,T-“ j 

received this as a basis, as a brief ,*$ 


I would have had tc research it. You see , I would nave nad to 

\ t 

: !ao, then, and ask people. This would have been net only 

•I - 

I ; 

~ 'presumptuous, but it would have taken years. 

. i ^ 

* i i(i 

• ;i M r . Goldsmith. That problem now- that appears in the .■ 

M 

I . 

I 

r * 

- •* record is that there was a letter that was given to you to 

li ' i 

k 

- !i resrend tc, and we have the responses to paragraph number tnyee* 

»i 

•i 

i * 

- .! Q f that letter. It would appear that you were askec tc ; 


respond tc a 


a letter that you did. not have ail of the co:..piste 


!information with which to make a proper response as to tne 
|entire letter. 

j 

• i 
* 

ij Mr. Rccca. Yes. But my answer doesn't say thdt I 


i 

;! had the original letter. 


says that it responds to a paragraph 


• -M, 


: !of -■ t- I have been shown it and used it as a point of 

,1 w — ■ • -■ 


•! ref erer.ee. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine 


j Mr. Rocca. With Mr. Belin, I had hours of conversations 

t 

;t 

| across the desk ir. the most amicable fashion m which he 

I 

; understood precisely my feelings and how they had matured ov*r 

X 
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he years with respect to these needs. And the first thine i 

♦ 

I would have told him v/ould have been chat to answer those ! 

* 

ii 

! cuestions would have taker. criminal research, and the people he i 

! ; 
4 

! , 


i hac. to cc to were the oeorie who were in it. 


.1 

i • 


.Anvwa v, that is th 


r- o 


best cf ir.v recollection at this 


moment 


i! 

•i 

»• 


Mr. Goldsmith . 


Please reter to t 




i.A number 19^-9 ar.c 


i 

!read Section B, which continues tc the next page. 


9 I 

. i 


(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mould v Q u like to identifv the entire 


:!document that you are looking at, starting with CIA number 


'! 

I 


• r 
! I 

• i 


Mr. P.occa. Ah, yes. 

This is the response that I wrote 


■f r* S i it 

— '—■ j- .>ti « 


Mr. Goldsmith. Now, there again, just a moment, in 
| CIA number 193S, the reference is. to the Bel in letter dated 


13 .April, 197o. Ace.in, that suggested, in fact, that you saw 


the letter,- does it not? 


Mr. Rocca. 


011 r 


would be in the file out there 


if it is. But certainly the letter consists of much more than 
I could respond to. Thank God I am. stiii talking abour # 

paragraph three — right? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. Let's take a look — 

Mr. Rccca. In other words, I'm sticking pretty closely 

to what I know, or tc what I think I know. 

^ . , , , * - ' -4- rT^ n 1 ' , M n b 0 T ~ 19^0 . tt.0 OctCT 3 

Mr. Goicsratn. ^et s .look at # - - 
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■that. I referred vou to earli 


riier, Section 3, on caae 


-A number 1341 


You indicate tha^ 


y.occa. mis is the nuances. 


i 

t 

I 


Mr. Goldsmith. You indicate that the ''arren Commission ■ 




* jReport should have left a wider window for this contingency, 


•jand 


believe you were m.akincr reference to —• 


t 

/ :i 
:\ 

i 




tocca. icreian cens^iracv. 


* t ■v g 


Gclasm.itr 


Yes . 


9 .1 
:! 
i 


Mr. Rocca. Foreign conspiracy. 


'•j ;i 


v 


- « ^ i . « 

Cnl ^ cr— t ^ 

^ • w ll» M ♦ 


i understand. 


.1 




* I 

i| 

i 

i 

: i 


'•hat did you near, by that, and why? 

Mr. Rocca. It would, take literally a whole day to go 


-j ♦ 




is? 
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*■■> 

fjfc./ 

: R- 

■ism. 

k 

' 
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•• ‘ y 
■’-V 


y 4 r - 


,1 1 *hp -f“ •'•' 1 cm 
•I 

:I 


Txt* ■*— 


•I 
• % 

I 

•’if oossible 


Goldsmith. ' : h' T don't 


you try to summarize it. 


■ri\ 


•I 




Pnprt P 


nr. y.ccca. 




I don ’ t want to aroear inoertinent • 




but as -'r. Helms said in his deposition, the case will never , . 

I 

be closed, and I regard that as really being the key, the logics 

. j 

Mr. Goldsmith. would vou be willing to oreoare for t.%e\ 




committee a statement as to what vcu meant bv that sentence 


•Iin CIA number 19 41? 


% 

i' 

l 

G V 
$ 
r. 


- I 


;itc 


-TZ-.-.T 

; w L* 


!i 

* 


r '~ sT v 


Mr. Rccca. 'veil, I would prefer to tell you, to talk 
about it, rather than to prepare a document. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I would prefer to listen to you discuss 
But if it is coinq to take an entire day, we can’t do 
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! that ricrht now 


!i 

;} 


1 '* r - Rccca. ^eli, it would take longer than that to writ' 


l -• ... 


' ‘j xt ' 30 1 tnink we ought to just discuss it — t.houch IV. not 


adverse to the other, it would really require the oreoa'-st’or* 


- : j of a monograph 




ii,L- 


/ I 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


i » 


P — — ^ C f dS O G S ^ VCU C3. n f realize. IT. CT t U e t"" f'*' ^ c ^ ^ S 


■^fc 

m 


i 

- -briefly summarize what you meant bv that sentence. 


; t 

* 

■I 


ir. Rocca. 


First of ail, let me say that to Mr. Belifc 


1 


•personally in the talks I made it perfectly clear that I 


^regarded the theory that Oswald was a mandated assassin fc 


\r 


■ i 


;3.n_/ loreign in^exligence or any ocher. Intel licence service to 


.be false and that there was no credible evidence to sustain 


.'•that view that he was a mandated assassin, that this could not 


1 

po c.one on '—he dss is oi_ tne avail a.o 1 e evj_b.ence * or 3 .s net^-^ 


|to it nere • crec.ible evidence. Indeed f I r e c a r d e d. it as verv 


— i 


dangerous and counterproductive — if I can use that ter^* i%o 


incuige in public conversation along those lines, because it 


■leads inevitably to political consecuences which are absolute 1 ^ 

il " 


:o i _ 


impossible to control. 


•*■** 1 


So, x don 1 1 ceiieve, in other words, in my cersonai 


% 

H 


N ~ yiew of the case, in the position that I held in 


▼a7 
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Operated with the Comnission that he was sent tc hill Kannedv. 

14 — 


I 


n 


Ecwjyer, i do believe that he had contacts w 7 ith the Soviet 
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intelligence, or I think the evidence is stronger anc certainly 
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worth following up, that he had contacts with the KGB, both 


inside and probably outside. I'm not saying in the United 


bates, necessarily, but before his arrival, with the KGB, 


v“ cl J- 

j—: -c- • 


econd, that the Soviets did net furnish us all of 


the relevant documentation pertaining to his stay ir. the Soviet 


1 *4 


Union and that the contradictions, therefore, between what 


■ % 

i 


they served up through the Sv/iss and what we have derived 


from people who have come out of the KGB, who are experts 

* ** w 


on this — I don't care whether you call them, whether thev 


are Nosenko, or Deriabin or Golitzin .• whoever — the ceccle j 


i. « 

in the other service there — there is a manifest contradictionJ 


between the amount of material that they furnished anc wha 


woulc have been normally his experience in that countrv in $ „ . 


respect to that service, and in particular with regard to th : 


+* 


element of contract and debriefing by the "Snetsctdei" • but 


the 13th Department, by the Special Department. 


The questions that were furnished the Commission alor.g 


those lines were not delivered bv the State Department, or 

.W " 


’whatever happened. Therefore, we cot no answers. And, the^ , 


V w / 


served to deepen, therefore, the importance and the occasion^ 






of what I’ve just said. 


In the third place, the people, fortunately or 


unfortunately, casually or otherwise, that he vias in touch 


.i with in Mexico Citv during his trio, were KGB, according to 
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the traces held by us and by the FBI and ether services. 


'1 


I I 

. I 


- 'I 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall which people these were 
Mr. Rocca. I can’t -- I could orobablv cet them 


out of my mind. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Please oroceed. 


r’*. 

J!r. Rocca. It is absolutely oatent that these people § 

i # ‘ 0 

could have been dealina with him and nossiblv were dealing withf 


r i 


• /■» 
1 


him. I give, in ether words, full faith ar.d credit to all 
these theories, and I'm talking now in a counter intelligence 

♦ 

laboratorv sense, not in a oublic sense. His whole coir.portiient 


as an 


individual in the United States after his arrival I find’ V 


very p 


eculiar for its implicit and explicit evidences of 


clandestinitv. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mould vou cive examples. 


Mr. Rocca 


. The utilization of aliases in boarding 


5 


* T I 




* \ 


houses, incomplete details to his own wife, the whole matter 

I 

I 

| of the :"Walker" and what she says, and Marina is a whole other 

story that has to be, I think, readjusted to this scenario. 

j . 

j On the other hand, I see flaws in his clandestine, 

I 

in his trade craft, let’s put it that way. It makes me ; 

! believe that he may not have been at the time that he was 

I 

i • : 

i operating in Dallas and in the other area an. actual, even 

t , ‘ 

! 

! in touch with them, because I regard not giving his wife hiss 

i 

! alias at the hoarding house so that when she pnoned she blev? 

i 

■ p 

him as just one of those things. 
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• 

But 

I have gene over all 

of this in great detail 

with : 

Belin. So, 

I see these things, 

I see these thi. 

ngs as bui 

Idincr 

1 

a picture o 

f much more detailed 

knowledge ab out 

hi r\ t and 

• 

• 

« 

1 

• 

evaluation, 

and, of course debr 

• *• 0 £nc , because 

there is 

no j 

question in 

my mind that he had 

C-2 information 

on exact 

tvr-e ; 
— - 

of flierht. 




1 

• 

• 

1 


'•'r. 

Goldsmith. 

T vp~ 

.wa 

are? 



V* "V” 

- * 

Cocca. And, 

on 

he was 

a pro-Cuban 

fr« 

mat ion 

is critical 

_ _ 


/'7hat about on the Cuban side of the 




.% 




7»- 

S;:.- 


•w 


implications . 


Sc, it is this kind of thine that lies behind leaving 


.5*7 


the window ooen. In other words, there would be information 


w 

4 

I 


eievant to an assessment of this man’s motives as a self 


activated killer in an incredible conjunction which finds him 


4- y ■ 

“V 

-Tilt 


in a building which is going to be passed by by Connally, 


acainst whom he has a oersonai cuarrei, going back to the whole 




matter of his Navy career, ana tms whole business 


W -» ».rV r"\ 1 


of what 


he could have read in the "Times Picayune" about the Barker 


interview, the warning, and sc forth. 




I reaard this, in other words, this man, as a self 


V 


•w* *• 
'■7 V 


cenerated killer, who could very well have-done this. 


;uc 


hat doesn’t mean that there isn : t information, not only in 


Moscow, but also in Havana. But, as I said, this is a thing 
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that I would have loved to have known -.ore about in 19 63 


in the v/ay that I know, or was beginning tc know — even at 


« 

1 

1 

-1— % A- ^ ^ £ 

u.*U __Liur 

l 

i was no 

expert. 

_ don 1 1 

sa^ I am. now, but 

the KGB, 

1 1 

1 

! we would 

certainly 

have had 

that Rez 

identurs down in 

Mexico , 


or Cuba, the DGI Rezidentura, better (recced) and have been 


M 

':&4 


m 4j>V 


0 in the positron tc have rerhars gotten Silvia Duran m a 


.#5 

m 


! w 


situation where she would have had tc answer. 


; 


# -is- 

• 

I fiX’ 


Mr. Goldsmith. I'm sorry. 


I cid.n' 


understand 


exactly what you said. 


Mr. Rocca. But these — 






Goldsmith. Mr. Rccca, if I may interrupt yo 


U 

x • 


* i 


minute. v/hat did vcu sav you would have tried to have had 


better recced in Havana? 


fir. aocca 


The orcanizaticn of Guban intelligence •*— 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine 


VT-«- 


Rocca. — as a Personal matter 


mean, after 


all, these are matters of oerscr.al expertise. In this paper 


I 

i I am speaking entirely as an independent expert 


Mr. Goldsmith. By this paper yon are referring to 


CIA number 1934? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, what you are talking about. 


And in the transmission memo, the Agency makes that 


i- I 




very clear 


i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes 


•* 


Mr. Rocca 


Sc please, let 


' 3 make this point 


<J 


N F I D E N T I A L 


< '• 
h 

•t 
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•it 

#.'*uL 


Ifi, 
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Mr. Goldsmith. V-ere Oswald : s contacts — 


Mr. Rocca. You know. in other words, this is right 


off the toe of rr.v head. 


Mr. Cc_dsmitn. 


n ether words, the Agency gave yo^ a,.; 


i ; i asked vou to respond tc Mr. Pelin’s letter which requested i 


: .*«; 

» 


certain information and the Agency ! s position was that you:? 


response was off the top of veur head? 


i #• 
* $■ 

* ,*q 

t Wt 

♦ 


Mr. Rocca 


'hey said that this did net necessarily 


i iJ: 

■ s,-. 


t m. 


reflect the Agency's views. There is another piece of papsr . 


that says that, and I : m sorry, I ac 


n 1 t think that that is d 






orccer 


.alification of it. 


» “ V •: 


There is a transmission memo which says that we don't; 1 


• -'kyi 


necessary — it *s been released, I think. 


0 

: t 


Mr. Goldsmith. The Agency put you on contract to 


work v. 7 


.;ith the Rockefeller Commission 


- . > 

-r<T- 


that correct? 


Mr. Rocca. No, they didn’ 


i v/as under contract as : 


a cart of rr.v normal phasing out and this cam. e up as a 


cart of that. 


My. 

v-r 


Goldsmith. What were your responsibilities wiiih 


he Rockefeller Commission? 


Mr. Rocca. Simply to make myself useful, I suppos^ 


But this was not the specific reason tr.at the contract was 


aiven. 


Mr. Goldsmith. I understand 
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Mr. Rocca. This is what I'm trying to clarify. 


-> 


Mr. Goldsmith. T '7ere you the Agency's point of contact; 

* 

i 

a 

1 

with the Rockefeller Commission? • 


. i 

- I 

,1 


D occa. No, no. 


As far as i know I wasn't. The 


T L 


v were m touce 




- !. 


with the legal fcounsel)— I mean, the Inspector General. 


The' 7 sat there. 


Tnev came 


the staff to ae 


he material 


» m 

i 

' .*• 


y ! 


:0 


They had the entire file. 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


Do vcu know if Oswald had anv 


contacts with the DGI element in Mexico Citv? 


Mr. Rocca. Nell, you see. these are questions thatf 
ycu should ask the r’H experts. 

My answer, completely uninformed, is that he was in* 


* ' 

W, 

i *-. 

<-* 

\ £k&- 

! 'jjft 

' ; 

• 'm' 


his araliment with the consul 


ok oldce in the verv office 


that the DGI occupied and that the DGI chief of the comconefit 

t 

if 

must have been within hearing ranee. I have fercotten his 1 


t 

* i 

.3 • 
i 

t 

i 

1 

• _ 

■ w 

m * 

I 


5 20 i 


name. Eu 


' r 

C- Ul 


hat area, in other words, was a mart of it. 


Azcue — is that — 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes 


Mr. Rocca. — the consul. Now I v/ill think — the 


i a-.: ■ 


* 'ifw--; 


^ 1 




-<'V v - / 


V -- 


.y ■*» 

vi 




DGI chief at that time, he later went — well — 

Mr. Goldsmith. Me 1 11 defer that line of inquiry 
until later. 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I am trying to clarify what I meaitt 


here 


It is that i felt, and still feel, that many answers 


confidential 
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with respect to Oswald's motivation, his background, his 
techniques will be found in Moscow and Cuba and not here.- 
That's all. That's what I had in mind when I said the windc 


should have been left oosn, a wider window. 


w i 


Mr, Goldsmith. Mere you aiven information in 136 3 


4 -l 
- 

'! 


^ * \ 

< -i 

* f 


pertainincr to Oswald's possible contacts with DGI? 


Mr. Rocca. No. Mot as far as I know 


Mot as far as I can remember 


il 

:| 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did you have any dealinc at all 


- T - Jl_ V 

/7 -L 


■ u ! 


the Nosenko case in 1364? 


Mr. Rocca. No. 


I was excluded from the case. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, in 1364, you didn't knew what 
information Nosenko had given on the Oswald case? 

Mr. Rocca. I knew it -- I knew it by hearsay, by 
simply listening to accounts and meetings that were very 
limited ar.c. designed tc satisfy need to know and so forth. 

So I knew it only in very general terms. 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know what Nosenko has said 


4 






20 : 

i 

I 

j 

* I 

«p t ; * 


I 

» * • • 


about the KGB's contact or lack of contact with Oswald? 


Mr. Rocca. In general. 


Mr. Goldsmith. And v:hat is that? 


Mr. Rocca. In general, his story was that he had hap 


* 


the file in his hands sometime between the first and the 
second contacts, that is, between * 62 and '64, when he 
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defected; that the fi 

Is did not 

exist in 

Moscow 

at the ti 
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of the assassination; 

it had to 

be sent 

up ; i t 

has to be 
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uocca. 


1 29a. 


n, I c-cn 1 1 know whether th.-.s is a 


iS 

; c 


true re.rjLectrcn. 




Goldsmith. You had no direct knowledge one wav 


if# 


or 


the otter 


■f-V* ay~ 


M 


Rocca 


Yes, 


had nc direct knoviedee. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. Then let's net cet into that 


area. 


■ I 


m 

.at 




Mr. Rccca. I near.,, these are things that obviously 


* 


work cut. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did vou ever talk to Mr. Ancletcn about 


the Ncsenko case? 




U • * 


M 


Ir. Rocca. Oh. we talked about it many tires, but 


always, it’s always the generalization and not the specific 
thing. I mean, there is a difference between reading what 
the man says and v/hat he said on a polygraph. A polygraph 1 
is critical and I have not read that material because he ha<| 

i^.Vn 




t£.V : 

#*•.' 


;} a number of them and these tend to be verv important 

■ « - “ Xm 


Mr. Goldsmith. Has Mr. Ancletcn ever indicated to 


:i you what his opinion was regarding the validity of what 


Uosenkc said about Oswald? 
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v r. Rocca. I hesitate to speak for him, but I judce 
that he regards Mcsenko's statement about Oswald to be 


I unreliable, to be truthful about it. I may be wrong. 


I mav sav in that ccnnecti 


on. if it doesn't acain 


- p. t~ r* r - 

_i_i i — -t 


r* y~~ mf f- 


ull JL O- 


am trying 


— f\ <n» i 


rein -- 


Mr* Goldsmith. Please do 


i 

I 

- 

♦ 

: & 

■fiir 

! M. 




,r ■ 


P.occa. -- that the oeorle who made the determination 


— — t; ■*“ 

w _ v_ * X l— 


♦ '-m 
. t* 

i 

• y» 


irr.e were principally in the division, not in the staff 44 


: W 

Mr 


In other words, they were Mr. Murphy and Mr. 3acley, and 


he superiors. 


*_)_r. Goldsmith 


Do you know whether all information! 


in 


rz n 


mertinent to the Warren Commission's work was promptly i 

— » 

iV 

communicated tc the barren Ccimmission? • 

4 

a 

Mr. Rccca. All of the material that I had, as far as 

9 

I 

or that came within my camp, and that included the prime : 

f 

♦ 

version, was given. 

* 

I know of none on the outside that aid not ao to thsm 

;i 1 

m 

ne form or the other. , 

Mr. Goldsmith. Sc, any information that went through ; 


your desk, through vcur staff — 

Mr. Rocca. Yes. 

* 

Mr. Goldsmith — would have gone to the Warren 
Commission. 

Mr. Rocca. Would have gone to the Warren Commission 

Mr. Goldsmith. And how long did it usually take 
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for such information to get from. your desk tc the '7a 


en 


- i 


7 il 


Commission? 


hr. Rocca. 




~ ^ u 


an a week, I would sav 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mas there any information touching 
upon sensitive sources and methods that was not oromptlv 
civen to the barren Commission? 


Mr. Rocca 


Tone that r knew of, in one form or othter 


Mr. Goldsmith. That do you mean bv one form cr 


♦ ^ 1 
i 


ether? 


Rocca 


■ol 1 


1. you see, when I r 


O ^ r: 

w- %-i. 


i c 7 - 


* - « 

* 4. 1 


the LINGUAL materials, they did not go through me. They went ■ 


directly 


exclude 


the F3 


mean, this is what I have to 


mean, I can’t take on my back the total 


responsibility. 


il 

.1 

•f 


z :l 


Mr. Goldsmith. But other than the HDLINGUAL rrccraai, 
everything else that went through your office -- 

■ ”r. Rccca. Tc the best of ~v knowledge, there was , 

i 

nothin^ that mv office handled that was backstconed., that was 

-/ -L X - 

$ 

t 

m 

shortstopped or not given, as far as I know. 






Mr. Goldsmith. Did .Allen Dulles play any special 
role on the barren Commission, insofar as the CIA was 


concerned? 


Mr 


Rocca 


If so, I don’t know 


I was in no position to really be — I was not in a 
position to resllv have that cegree of intimacy. 
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-dr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether he in any wav 
attempted to represent the interest of the Agency? 


■ 1 

- il 


W < I 
• I 




'dr. Eocca. It would have been unusual for him tc 
have dene that, although he was certainly used as a channel, 
by the Chief Justice on matters— 

Mr. Goldsmith. Could vou aive us some examoles? 


i 

t V 
■ 




M 

I 

> ]l 
•[ 


| 

! tJ J 

• it 


Mr. Eocca.—of specific interest to the Commission.,; 
growing out of their own discussions. I would sav i-v-at thezie 
is in the file a memorandum written by Mr. Murphy, Chief .. 
SB, reflecting conversation at Mr. Dulles’ house on some 


: 


matter that Mr. Dulles had been asked tc probe or to get 
information on. I recall that and it should be. available i£ 


• 'r*J 


the rec erd. 


Nell, the executive sessions of the Commission show 


4- V, « J- 
Li:al 


nev usee 


i 

Dulles as a kind of backboard for all kinds: 


» 

^ r\ 

I 


of extraordinary hypothetical, I think. 

• Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, are you able to give 

any examples of those types of situations, to your personal ; 

\ 

knowledge? 

Mr. Rocca. From my personal knowledge, no. I mean. 




I have read the executive session records and they are : 

pertinent. 3ut not to my personal knowledge. In other words,! 


Mr. Dulles never discussed this with me nor was I ever 
present at any of those discussions on such points. 


dr. Goldsmith. It has been alleced in the cress tt 
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Presidsr.' 


Ford, former President Ford, 


m a sense "leaked 


information to the FBI.' 1 
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sane 
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;l 

information 

to t 
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Are 

vou 


has 




ce of Mr. Dulles leakin' 
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r 1 T n 


Are you able to sake any consent user that 9 


x *! 

w -i 

!! 

7 « 
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.dr. Rocca. 


Mo. 


+- U 


hat a 


A g — ± j j_ i i. a m a A e t h ^ o ^ [ l a i* o t* ~ i ^ ■"**! >-> i— 

— “ * "" " — — '-*• '— '—• *- —i — V— v_. • . Cr » I __ • 

-visw of the record — this locks the record assembled 


'•*>1 

>v. 

Ml 


^2: 

• ii 

! :m 


Y ; 


IC ; 


after tne Rockefeller Commission, the material that veu havie 


on this desk 




X air. '_a_hinc abcur tne actual record j n +*he 


I 

• ♦ 


;J Os'.val 


fil 


:i 

i 

:i 


e i.rom January to February and to v ;arch, niece bv! 


niece 


•- :i 
*1 
i * 
•I 

u : i 


•« 

4 


S li ! 


4 I 
- • 

• ! 
.1 

»C I 

i 
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Goldsmith. 

Yes. 

Jocca. That 

is what should be 

Goldsmith. 

That file has beer. 


j Rocca. 


i / i 

j 

i • 

:l 

■i 

!3 :• 

* 

» 


Mr. Rocca. Tel’ 


2 20 



■i 


ell., then that answers rr.y noir.t. 

~ *" J? 

* vjoldsiuit*.. How frequently were, rather v/as the 
Agency in contact witn Mr. Dulles curino this period? 

I can*t - nave no way of judeing thatr 
Did you ever have personal contact 


I 


I 


X- | 


Mr . 

Rocca. I 

\* r* 

. Ij. • 

Goldsmith. 

i dur 

ing the oe 

Mr. 

Rocca. On 


i- 

f 

r 

i 

i 

I 

9 

t 


On masters of tne Tarren — duri.nc the 
varren Commission, on v arren Commission matters — I must 
~ cOxitac«_ with nijp. on one occasion, vnich is the one 
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t 

.1 


Vi 
. j. a 




at Mr. Murphy vent down to see him on. I was ore sent 


on 


M 


another matter,- unrelated entirely, and must-have banned 


into : 


>1 

-> I 


<! 


mr.. 


! i 


Bui_ I have no recollection of talking with Mr. Dulles 


- I 


about any matters relating to the barren Commission at that 


’ ? * 

■ 


:| 


* *<?; 


v_in:e of cl substantive nature. I can* t siriplv — X would hive 




S>»J-r 

X s s 




, i 

4 


to say I really can't remember. 


- w 

f.4; 

i lit-,: 


; £: 


} ** 

. v- 


c « 


Tf T 


I era, incidentallytee re would be a m emc rand U 3 


ig 1 .. 


* t 

• T * 




z 


of record, sc you can refresh my memory. 


• ** 

» • mi 
• Mi 
i-SE 


* ^ 
l Vj 


*; 
i • 

i. 


(Pause) 


y-i 

- i ? ■ 


» 1 


Mr. Goldsrr.ith. Mould you please review CIA r.urier 


ti'-.r 'j 




i ^ 


2C71. 


(Pause) 




t . 


#: 


■ct 


Mr . 


oldsmith. Mould you identify that document? 


\T,, 


i 


Mr. Rocca. 


i 


urely. It's mine. I sent it tc Mr 


'%■ 




« 

if 


Helms for his information. 


% 

: / 




t 


The ou 


* ^ 


20 



'pose that I vent dcvm there for was entirelv 


different. 


r 


-'-t• Gcxdsmith. First, let's identify the document 


! . -i? 


M-*- 

. ' - - Jm. * 


P.occa. Yes. 


Tf 1 


s just an informal notation to 


» **■: 

t 


my Chief of a thing that I thought was significant at the tifne. 


1 t 


11 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did it pertain to a meetincr with Mr. 1 ! 


i 


Dulles? 


ii i 


(Pause) 


M 


r. Rocca. This is my memorandum and it stands on the 
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record. I accept full responsibility for it. 


pears out, 


I think, in essence, what I said earlier 


. ! 


Goldsmith. 


I understand that 


■ 

i i 


What I am askincr vou now is — 


Mr. Rccca. i an deiicrhtec. I wrote it. 


-v- 

./±JL 


Goldsmith — does it certain to a meeting that 


vcu had with Mr. Dulles? 


Vy* r> 


’occa. indeed. B 


vus not on the nuroose 


of the memorandum 


was on the ourrose of a totally 


different -- of a TV presentation of a defector, and inasmuch ■ 

" f 

t 

as the question was how the defector should be photographed*. 

‘ i 

! 

« 

all the rest, this was the tonic now entirely collaterally -— 


and incidentally, this other thing came up which, of course, 


1 • TyV 


was one of Mr. Dulles' things. He had these and he called: 
this to my attention. 


* * << 

* W I j 


z :1 
• ;i 


S 70 i 


He wrote the an 


swer 


, declining, and I reported it 


Mr. Goldsmith. By this other thing, we are new talking 

' ’.} 

■•v « 

about the question of the Warren Commission, being concerned,, jf 

i .1 . .h 

J 

v 

with the issue of Oswald havinc been a CIA agent. ; A 


i .> 

r < 


Mr. Rocca 


The nress, the oress had had it. 

4 * 9 • * 


* * 




Mr. Goldsmith. The Varren Commission wanted to resolve 


.* * 

that issue. They had asked Dulles to serve as a contact with ! 
the Aaer.cv as a means of expediting the resolution of this 


issue. 


Is that correct? 
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Mr. Rocca. I couldn : t imagine. I would not attach 
great granitic quality to this prose. I mean, the thing tc da 


is to get the letter from Rankin which bears on it. 


will tell vou oreciselv what it v;as. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Again, you should net assum 


have not necessarily done that 


The 1 * 


,CL U 


tnat 


Mr. Rocca 


Ask for it. I mean, my God. this is a- 


m 




3 - -£*8. 
» ;=w 




. -y 


. 


lead 


I'm sorry. 


'I, 


Mr. Goldsmith. All I'm saying is that you should riot' f 


ii- ^ 

. r; 

■*_ ' 

~l£' 

':§■ 

f 

'$■ 

k 

'i-:' 


assume that that has not been done as yet. 

We will return to this document later. 

What role, if any, did the Mexico City station havd 
in providing CIA headquarters with information relevant to 
the barren Commission? 


Mr. Rocca. It had a key role. It produced informationi 

'ft' 

■ ihy 

• • j *: 

before the fact and it conducted a whole series of followup 


4? 


**■- 


» i"i 


activities on the material that it had provided, ulus other 1 

- ' *- 

-f 

material that came in in the course of dealing with people 
who were in touch with the embassv and facilitating the FBI* 


• - 

W 


So, they were important. They were one of the most significant 


W 


i 

j carts. 




Goldsmith. That was my next question. 




Relative to other stations., was the role, played by 
the Mexico City station a major one? 
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Mr. Rocca. I would sav it was, yes. : 

K 

i 

i 

'*r. Goldsmith. And that is because Oswald spent tine j 

i 

in Mexico City orior to the assassination? • 

m 

I 
I 

«r. Rocca. Yes. uh-huh. | 

# 
f 

• Mr. Goldsmith. Did you have occasion tc review the ! 

•? .<? 

cable and dispatch traffic that flowed between the Mexico * I 

9 * 

! i 

City station and headouarters that was relevant to the 

■* * • i 1 

i d' 

assassination? j 

t 

Mr. ?.occa. I reviewed. — tnis rs anotiier bocy of l 

i 

% H 

information that I reviewed for Mr. Belin, in which I commented 


on these cables. 


i •? 


Mr. Goldsmith. And in 1962, did you have occasion to j 


eviev all of the cable traffic? 

Mr. Rocca. In 1363, these cables just care across 


• v - 


jr.e at a time. 


Mr• ESC £tS0’] handled theni at fc " e moment. 


: i 


[id not see then until later on, when ?. £ A came into tne 


ase. 


So, the original action — 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes, I understand. I didn’t mean 


to suqcest that when the cables vie re actually sent, ce^. tainly > 

* 

nrior to and immediately after the assassination. You , 

1 I 

* ♦ 

wouldn’t have seen then because you weren’t involved in the • 

case at that point. 

Kov/ever, when CI/R&A car.e into the picture, did you 
have occasion to review the cable traffic that flowed between 


9 

* i 

! ■-? 

» 

i 
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the Mexico City station and headquarters? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


— j J * •* 

x c 


was atone the material we facilitated in 


rassinc to the barren Commission and also v:e facilitated their: 


direct examination of the materials in the Acency itself 


They came out to verify it. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Mexico City station have any 


surveillance operations in effect in 1933 against the Cuban 


and Soviet Embassv and Consulates? 


Mr. Rocca. They did, as far as these cables indicate. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall, generally, chat type$ 


of surveillance operations there were? 


Mr. Rocca. They must have been telephone and 


ohotooraohic 


Mr. Goldsmith. As a result of these surveillance 


operations, was information pertaining to Oswald obtained? 


Mr. Rocca. Information rertainina to an unidentified . 


American was obtained and subsequently it vras ascertained 


C !l 

/ 

■I 

II 


hat that unidentified American was Oswald. And, eventually, 1 


20 i 


it became associated with the body of the assassination casq^. ; 


' / - 


Mr. Goldsmith. That information was obtained as a 




result of which surveillance operation? 


Mr. Rocca. It was obtained only through the telephone 


aos. 


Mr. Goldsmith. And, in fact, the telephone — 
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Mr. Rocca 


Tr.ere was nc photographic ccveracre. as 


far as I know 


Mr. Goldsmith. That nicked uo Oswald? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


Mr. Goldsmith. The telephone tan operation in fact 


JL. 


id identify that someone who identified himself as Oswald 


had been involved in a telephone call. 


Do vou recall that? 


Mr. Rocca. Well, you are now going well beyond my 1 


capacity tc remember. 


Mr. Goldsmith. The only reason I raise that question.! 


is because you indicated that the information simply referrfed • 


to an unidentified American. and our record indicates that. 


in fact, at least one of the transcripts contain Oswald 


identifying himself, or whenever was in on the conversation 


identified himself as Oswald 


Mr. Rccca. That was a subsequent telegram. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Why don't I just show you the transcript 


tc refresh vour memory, if ± can find it. 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


(Pause) 


Mx. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 1363, 


r/hich is a copv of a transcript of a telephone conversation 


that tcok place on 1 October, 1963 at aooroximateiv 9:55 or •• 


LC'GC o'clock in the nomine. 
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(Pause) 


* I 

2 II 


ilx*• _k.occ 2 .. An t -lCos v r illicit 1 s ons of tno rdpss 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to read that 


oace? 


* * ♦ 

v ! J 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


* & 
• -iii 


* v t 


w t 


‘ihis is tne one where he identified hirr.self. 


f * 
** 


Mr. Goldsmith 


o, in other words, the surveillance •’ 


operation picked up more than just an unidentified kiiericani 


.1 

•7 :| 


At least at some point it picked up a reference to Lee Oswald.! 


Mr. Rocca. Indeed. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know when soecificaliv the 


Warren Commission was told about the fact that Oswald had 


mace telephonic contact with the Soviet embassy and, in fact, ' 


that the calls came from the Cuban embassy? 


Mr. Rocca. I have no idea of the time, fhev must 


been told very early because the whole community was told on 


October 10, or October 3, or whatever. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Well, that's when the communitv was 


told. However, the community was not necessarily told that 


' | 

,»j •* 
i 


there was a telephone tap operation. Thev were lust told abibut 


~ T ! 

•• I « 1 


the contact 


-•v. ‘ 




Mr. Rocca. Yes 


Mr. Goldsmith. My impression is a very narrow one 


When was the Warren Commission specifically told that 


Oswald had been in telephonic contact? 
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Mr. Rocca. Oh, I think they were told that immediately 


that the material went over in such a form that this could not 


be disguised, and it had tc be. 


?lr. Goldsmith. So, you are saving that the barren 


4 * 

Commission was told about the telephone surveillance operation? 


- 


M 


Rocca. They were given the transcripts. 


s.- 

Vi 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou know when they were given the 


5»v> 


transcripts? 


•gfi 

tH 


Mr. Rocca. It must have been in Januarv or before 


iy> 
id:--- 




Mr.n5C6.LSd j ended his tenure. There was no guest ion of 


- 

m.: 


disguising that fact. It could net be hidden. And, of course* 




V- 

m 


as you know, they literally went down anc observed and 




surveyed the olace 


I mean, this was a part of — obviously the source^ 


' *■ — 

i 'is 

» r E 


and methods were- supposed to be orotacted. 3ut mv feelinc is 


%■ 


that they had to know this from the start. 


V : \ 


(Pause) 




to have been in contact with the Soviet officials in Mexico 


City? 


Mr 

4 fc !■> • 

Goldsmith. 

bee 

n in contac 

Mr. 

Rocca. You 

Mr. 

Goldsmith. 

Mr. 

Rocca. Mo 

Mr. 

Goldsmith. 


f w 

4 S : 


k)U 


Seen. 


I a, number 1979, which is a member from Coleman - Slawson 
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of the Warren Commission staff 


Please skim very quickly through the first 


>— oWO O3.G0S 


un-_il you get to paragraph number three. Read raracrarh 


number three carefully and stoo ther°. 


- • 


(Pause) 


3 ;i 


.Mr. Rocca. 


T 1 


:..ave read this. 


7 ! 


• Cold Si. ixth. If yon want to place this here 


(indicating), we can both look at it. 


hr. Rocca. 


it is, of course, totally erron 


ecus 


Tnis statement is erroneous. 


I can • t account for it or undersar.d why he did net -- 


r. Goldsmith. This memo is dated 1 April, 1964 


The sLatemer.t in the memo indicates that the CIA has reported 


o the Commission that Oswald was observed in nib—me mine 


in the office of the Soviet military attache in Mexico 


Ci tv 


not suggesting that the statement is ac 


curate. 


« 

i 7 i 

i 

t 

'5 : 


But tne; reason that we are ccncsrnec about it is because in 


fact i 


it appears to suggest that this is what the Gormissicn 


•C ! 


staff was told. 


Do you know anything about that 




► W 9 * 


hr. Rocca. No 


Ci <■ _.f 


Hr. Goldsmith. Well, is it possible that the 


Commission staff was given the information about Hexico citv. 


the Oswald contact, without being specifically told about 


the telephonic surveillance operation? 
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Mr. Rccca 


I think. not. I don ! 


hink so at all 


mean,- Mr. Slaws on was given the actual text of that 


arlier telegram. The intercept, as I recall, was from the 


Cuban embassy to the Soviet Embassy. Oswald - 




s v a s a 


Saturday — Oswald had cone over and so forth. 


So, tnis word, this is a mis-soeakinc acain — 


observed. 


Observed' is the wrong word. He had been 


reported by, to have been in the office. 


'his is a conclusion from the intercept. No one can 


draw any conclusion further than that. 


Mr. Goldsmith 


f we co and study 


this raracraoh 


carefully, it is apparent that the information that they are 


relying upon here is the information that came directly from 


the telephonic intercept. 


Mr. P.occa. which was rendered in its entirety — 


Goldsm. 


To the Commission staff? 


Mr. Eocca. — to the Commission staff. 


That’s my bast recollection 


Mr. Goldsmith. You can tell from the wav that the 


author approaches this issue that he is taikina about visual 


» i • 




observation. Here he is concerned; in the rest of the naracraoh 5 

L «■» - *:=• 




he is concerned about the possibility that this agency may 


have nicked Oswald up under photocrarhic surveillance. 


Is it clear to vou that he is referrina to visual 


observation? 


C ; 
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Mr. Rocca. I 

think ’ 

wh 

at 

• 

1 
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Slavson has 

den 


t 

i 
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David has done. 

is jus 

t mixed 

uo 

the 

eiaht man s 

4-v, ^ f 
L* i> i 


\ 

'I 

- :i 

ohctocranhs and. 

the in 

tercen 

< . 
u 

on 

the 

telephone, 

and 


so 


out that vav. It was simply a mistake 


-—i l 


hr. Goldsmith. Fine. I understand ycur opinion as to 


what he may have done. 

But, is it clear to you, nevertheless, that his 
impress ion was that Oswald had been visuauly observed? 


i 

. -*s 


• in 

\ Jt 


Mr. Rocca 


That’s what he savs here 


•hi IT 


Mr 


Goldsmith 


Okav 


Rocca. To be observed would be to be vi 


suailv 


• • : i ’ j. 

* '7&L 


servec. 


Ir. Goldsmith 


r v 

r. 


r.cuse me for a moment. 


(Pa 


Ct LiO 


Mr. Goldsmith 


■Jculd vou like to break for lunch or 


continue for a moment longe 


We -will be here effectively | 


all day, i think. 


Mr. Rccca. I think we can continue for another hour 


and eat later. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


It is no problem. to us 


^ 


■V"\ 


(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. >?as there any concern about disclosin' 

• i 

is 

a sensitive telephonic surveillance operation to the warren! 

^ "a 

Commission staff? 

»t r . Rocca. I think there was inevitably, under the 
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the mature of tbs evidsncs ^ibc 1 udec. a.b s o 1 u t s 1 y discuising it ; 


- •! 


m anv wav. 


T\ c f 

ri.S — 


as I know, there was never any attempt to 


mislead with respect to the natu: 


of the access., and in 


2 il 


dealing with Slawson, or with Belin, or with Lieber, it 
was nerfeetlv clear that they understood that this was an 


"7 ■» 


i rt or c 3 *?t on a telephone, cn a cciir.era.» and, moreover 


thev 


ent down and actually saw the installations 


this is ir.v 


conclusion — and reviewed them. 


And, we eventually ended up by doing 


4_U 


be translation 


froir; Spanish, or from whatever language was involvea, in seme 


XZ 4— 


hem for then. So, they had to have the exact knowledge 


of that asrac 


Gcldsm 


Please refer nov? to CIA number 177 


• • 




(Pause) 

hr. Goldsmith. r <ould ycu identify for the record 


what that document is? 


hr. Rccca. It is a telegram from the Mexico City < 

'4 

s+-a+-ion which refers to an earlier telecram. It uses the 3 

‘■i 

* 

cryntonym, I guess for the operation that produced the ma-t|er 


^ a ■ 

.V<Tf 


Mr. Go 1 dsn; 


LIENVOY 


;r. Rocca. — LI ENVOY 


And, I think we've already seen it. 

Ij- says that thev have Photographic coverage which 
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they believe nay be the ran. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mow, you say that this refers to ar. 


earlier cabl 


Y" t) * 

ft. i r* ^ 


cable is the earlier ere 


that's fceinc referred 


to? 


Mr. Mecca. 


■/jell, I assume that Kostikov anc 


rveci-MLov 


Mil 


m 

* 




are the same two people that we saw earlier 


i 'Ti 

i I 


Mr. Goldsmith. That was in the transcrip 


Mr. Rocca. In the transcript, yes 


>: r . Goldsmith. Me saw a transcript earlier 
didn't see a cab re earlier, did y/e? 


v .1 ‘ 


t 


w: 
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Mr. Pocca. Tvell, ny irr.prass ion is 


Oi-CL 


that thine 


came in earlier. I would have to reproduce the materials 


here in order. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mould you like to 


; % 

mi 
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Mr. Rocca. Is it important? 


Goldsmith. Mo, it's not. But you just raised ;a 


• % 


I 

if: - 


uesticn on the record and I wo: 


uld like to clarify it. I 




don’t see a reference in this cable to an ear_ier caore. 


Mr. Rocca. In ether words, this is the first caol^ 


• Gtf! 


A 


hat came 




Mr. Goldsmith 


This is 


s the first cable, according tjo 


try 


record, reportinc Oswald’ s contact. 


Mr. Rocca 


You see, in that ether, in the report t 


did for Belin, I had set them out ir. actual order, the cables. 
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so that we knew what cair.e in at what date. Sc this is, then ; 
the first cable reporting what they had heard, presumably. 


yr. Goldsmith. The date of this cable is — 


''r. Rccca. 5 October. 


. j'M 

■ 


Hr. Goldsmith. 19^3. 

Mr. Rocca. It is my impression that there were 1 
earlier cables, that there was an earlier cable. 3ut I car| : 


4 ■:<&&.- 

V*. 

jfife 

. 1 

• '# 
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* 

I 
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from. this documentation -- 

Mr. Goldsmith. And what was the substance of that 


• m 


■ *.i 


earlier cable? 


Mr. Rocca — I can't — that there was someone down 


. # 


there who wanted to go to Cuba. 


_L 


an 


•— without having 


the entire run of that traffic, I can't reproduce it here 
I can't reproduce it without getting into more need for 


♦ >ri • 


: * 




explanation. It simply utilizes time 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mail, Mr. Rocca — 


Rocca 


vThat's the ooint here 


Mr. Goldsmith. —it would become important to 


i’v : 


L / • 




the committee if your memory is 


that there was an earlie: 


cable and we haven’t seen it. It would become important 
to resolve that question. 

So, to the best of your recollection, was there an 


: * 


ea 


rlier cable? 


Mr. Rocca 


— well, if this is the first cable, 


this is it 
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Goldsmith. >7ell, this is the first that v/e were 
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informed of. 


it is possible that there va 


b all 


earlier cable that 


vou saw 


u.:d 


we didn't, and that's my question 




"as there an earlier cable to your knowledge? 
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Mr. Rocca. Probably not,, if this is the only one 
that you've get on the record. I can't conceive that therf 
would be any question of fuzzing up tr.e record on cables. 

You see, it : s a auestion of getting the dates. 
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The 27th to the 2nd — 


Mr. Goldsmith 


’it. sorrv. 


Tha 


was rnv first auestion 
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If Oswald contacted the Soviet Embassy telephonically • #; 


• w 


1 ^ il 


on 


1 October, why would it have taken eight days for the c$.b_e 


reoortinc that contact to be sent to headquarters? 
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Mr. Rocca 


An American male who spoke broken Russian - 


j well/ the answer to the cusstion is not difficult to compr^henc^ 

•» "= t - 1 


There is a lead time in the processing of material. ^nere are : 




— i 
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a lot of leads comir.c in that have to be selected spotted, 
selected, translated, evaluated, and then cabled. Put what 


disturbs me here is the time. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mhat specifically about the time 


disturbs you? 
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Rocca. r, Jell. it seems to me too late, that 
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communication began earlier from Mexico ~ity. But I can t 
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crove it. I don't have these materials. And vet, I know 


in 


this thing I did, I had every one cf these things laid 


out from beginning to end. And at the sane tire i an conscious 


that cculc cause 



* j 

cf the fact that here I 

an raising 


,i 

» 
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embarrassment. I an obviously in 
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Mr. Goldsmith. 

Yes. 
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Mr. Rccca. And 

unintentio 

c* 

wants under the Marcucci 

i 

i 

. thing to 
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Could I ask you 

a question 


IQ ; 

4 

Do you have the 

outgoing c 
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the date of the outgoing cable? 

?!r. Goldsmith. The dissemination cable. 

* 

Mr. Rocca. The dissemination cable. 

4 * Vx. Goldsmith. Yes. I have that for'you to reviewj. 

!!r. Rccca. You see, y handled this. He 

handled it by the book, as I see it. I think he did an 
excellent job in doing it, so that this would remove the — ; 

that ’would clarify it. 

:tr. Goldsmith. You asked for the dissemination 

♦« 

cable. I an going to show it to you now. 

It is CIA document number 2140. 

Here it is. 

;?r. Rocca. Well, this must be the first one, then. 
'*7hat I see in here really reflects what is in this, plu^ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you be more specific for the , 
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record as to why you think that the cable, that is, CIA number 


7 i 


177, must have been the first one rerortinc an Oswald 


contact? 


- ! 

' il 


> ; 

i 
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Mr. Rocca. Because it uses identical language her£. 


"Ame r i c an male.’ 1 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


But that aoesn't mean that a cable 


couldn : t have been sent ur earlier reoortina the contact 

■— —' 

of'Oswald with the embassy on i October. 

Mr. Rocca. 'veil, responding to that, I can't say 


J 

I & 

* - > 

’ ft 
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'• Hi 


that it doesn 5 t — of course it doesn : t. But I 1 vs net seei| 


il 

:i 


it. That's the rcint 


Mv impression was that there was a shorter car* herd 


• <\ 

ji 




. m 


between the two. Here is the ninth. I think this was on tjhe 

r* • 


eighth, sent cn the eighth (indicating). 


I h* 
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Mr. Goldsmith. This was sent on the eiahth. that's 

4^ * 


9 V 

.7 3 


!3 ; 


C 10 


correct. 


. Mr. Rocca. That’s correct. So, that's narrowing it| 
This went out on the tenth. This isj^££t.$0 ^ immediately 


acting. 


So, this is the first cable, yes. 


. ■.« 


22 


The reason that it has taken so Iona is essentially 

« 

the reason that is associated with the mechanics and the 


i 


handling of mechanics 


Mr. Goldsmith. For example, would it have taken 


some time to translate the tape from Russian into English? 


r* r\ 
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Mr. P.ccca. i'ell, it would have to have been screened.’ 
It would have then to have been reviewed and snetted. It 
would have had to have been prepared as a suggestion for the 1 


chief of station, who reviewed all of these. 


it, to send up. 


understand 


So, that would take about three or four davs, five ! 


• m 


davs maybe, defending cn the amount of traffic that is involved? 


So, this is correct. It’s thus date (indicating) * 
that is really important, not that one (indicating.) 

% 

That's when they really started to work on it 

v 

down there. s 

Mr. Goldsmith. By this date, for the record, which" 

§ 

date are you referring to? , 

\ 

Mr. Rocca. The seventh of October. 

Mr. Goldsmith. And that is written in in scrip.t on 

* 

the bottom of CIA number 177, is that correct? 

; Mr. Rocca. That's right, yes. 


*■ $ 

, i 


Sc, that gives the point of reference to the 'lexica^ 


thing 


Mr. Goldsmith. Gettina awav from CIA number 177 foS 


*5 

a moment, please read CIA number 2C07 through paragraph one# 
ending on .— paragraph two, ending on CIA number 20QB. 3 

(Pause) 

(Discussion off the record.) 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review that 
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Mr. Rocca. I've forqotten where I was supposed to 


step. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Paraqraoh two on mace 2009. Read 


hrouch there, please 




- 


(Pause) 


•J i 


Mr. Rocca. Yes 


>< 

:» 
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/ ii 


Mr. Goldsmith 


Mould voi 


identify what CIA number 


? :i 


2007 is? 
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Mr. Rocca. This was one of the — this was. I guess. 


the errand-daddy piece that we sent over at the very outset 
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cf the relationship, which surrarizec the information. 


-i 


Hr. Goldsmith. v % 7hat * s the date on that? 


^ ! 


Mr 


Rocca 


It : s the 31st. January 


.1 


i 


7 rf v- 

i'iO. 


Goldsmith 


1 QPA 
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Mr. Rocca 


I think it v;as prepared by me in CI/R&A 
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have been Mr. Hall, and I certainly reviewed it. It 


? S* it 
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summarized the initial information in some of the cables. 


or in the cables. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Does this document make specific 
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reference to any telephonic intercept of an Oswald 
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■! conversation? 
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For example, on pace CIA. number 2008, it reports the 
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Oswald contact, but dees not give the nature of the contact, 


does it 


confidential 
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this, 

again, 

;,7p ~ Vi 
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ing that Mr. Halms 
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xX _!_ w 

cover 

note. 

u The 

compromise* 

cf the material 

er.t 

form. 

would 

lead di 

rectiv tc t 

« 

he destruction cf 


: :j current sources and methods cf thi 


or onus acencv m Mexico ana 


* i elsevrhere - :: and tha 


it was considered to be therefore "witihin* 


toe reultimate ir.tere.? 


in crctectinc those sources 


>* : 

“ -I 


9 I 


not to state what the reliable and orcven source was.*' 


Mr. Goldsmith. Well, earlier we referred 


tc a memo ; 


;g j 


hat 


H T TC 1 


in 

which 

he apparently was 

had 

been 

observed at the — : 

♦ 

. 

xll 

March 

• 

cr April. This , 

and 

<« »*» 
In*** ^ * 

♦ 

they had been over : 


and had actually seen the intercepts. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Me. The trip to Mexico Citv was in 


»c 

« 

i 

t 

i 

»- ! 


tr.e middle of April. 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, but they had been over tc the Agency.: 

* 

Hr. Goldsmith. Oh, thev had been to the Acencv and i 


had seen the intercepts. 


fir. Rocca. Yes, yes. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. So, sometime after January 3 


Mr. Rocca. They were actually shown 




Mr. Goldsmith. — thev were told. 


2- i 

.i 


Mr. Rccca.. I think they were told at the very time 


hat this was written, what we were 


talking about 


Reliable 
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and proven sources - this was telephonic. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, is your tastim.or.v then that 
despite the fact that the document itself mates no reference 


to a teleohoric intercept, craliv this information v 


us 


- i! communicated. 


: m 


M 


Rocca. That 


this was communicated 


without possib 


a-;.... 

3 


of 


misunderstanding 


* is. 
i -«o 


I 


-ir. Goldsmith. And who made that communication? 


Hr. Rocca. I have no idea. 


Goldsmith. Did vcu do it Personallv? 


>21 

"V v :‘- t 
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Mr, Rocca. I r. sure tha 


T r*o /ci w 


ersrrec ro it in rr.v own 


talks with Slawson, but whether it was on January or later. 


ysj 

. 
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it 
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I con’t know 


.his material 


But it : s re.rfectiv clear from, the start that 


VT -v- 
- iJ- . v. T 


had to be from, a very sensitive direct source, 
oldsmith. I would like to ooint cut also an etror 




here. It indicates that in 9 October -- 


Hr 


Rocca. I take your point 


take vour point. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. For the record s will have to 
finish making the ooint, which is that accordina to this, the 
document indicates that Oswald's contact was cr. October 2, 
his contact with, the Soviet Embassy. In fact, we know that it 
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was October first, and several other times around that as well-/ 
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d >* w, 
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but not as late as Octob 


Is that correct 


Mr. Rocca. I think, that the mistake here was that 
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on 9th of October, CIA headquarters was informed, was what 
was intended, rather than Mexico City, and it just didn't 


:| cone out. 


Mr. Goicsm 


t n 


Fine. 


i wanted to clear that uo 


for the record. 


Mr. Rocca. I noted that when I read it. 


These are the terrible qaos that cone out 


a- y 


$ 

■M 


■m. 

■M 


dr. Goldsmith. Gettina back to CIA number 17/, which- 


N *■ 
AV- 


:j you had occasion to review, paragraph one, I believe, repor 


a contact between Osv/ald and the Soviet Embassy. I take it: 
that by referring to the crypt LIENVOY, the person receiving 
the cable would know that this was a teleohonic intercept. 




"V 

fS 


>** o 


I I ■* 

' 3 


! --C 


.’.lx 


Rocca. Exactly 


Mr. Goldsmith. In the second paragraph it indicates 


"Have a photo. 


r 

< 

i 


& 


0 . 


I will read it 


%'■ 


■ •> { x- 

0:. 


q. 

• 


r* tt 


Have photos. Male appears be American entering 
Soviet Embassy twelve- sixteen hours, leaving twelve—twenty!- 
two on 1 October. Apparently age 35, athletic build, circa 


♦ X0 


^ .00 


r 

s$ : • 


six feet. Receding hairline. Ealdinq too. Mere khakhis and ' 


sports 


shirt. Source, LI EMPTY. 


Mr. Rccca. That's the photographic operation, 

l. —* — 9 


:i presumably 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes 


Do vou know whv this cable contains an inccrrec 

^ -J- 
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description of Lee Harvey Oswald? 


v 


Rocca. It doesn’t, I would say. 


Hr. Goldsmith. 


Please clarify. 


It cioesn' t contain an incorrect description of Oswald?’ f 


* -j- 


f 

« -V 


IS 

% 


Hr. Rocca. He. it contains a correct description ;cf 
a totally different person. 


f 


I 


•i* f*~ 


! M 


Mr. Goldsm.ith. Fine. 


i 


~st 


l •*> 


Then my question is why did the description of a ! 

totally difrerent person get linked to the information contains 

• ‘ V 

I 

in the first paragraph on Oswald? • 

< 

i 

Mr. Rocca. I think that this, of course, lies in ths.' 

■ 

# 

v;hcle area of zeal, investigative zeal that involves sirzrl'v ?■ 


t- } ' A 


akrng assets that veu have and attempting to make matches.™ 

9 

m 

* • 

The question is one that I would address to, if he were alii'e,? 


I would address to Tin Scott, because it was his, this was : 

♦ 

- • 

his particular bias at the time, ar.d not only did he state it ' 

i 

here, but he repeated it in one of the later telegrams, i 


■*e: 

• S? - 


*vji. 


l 

R> - Jl ‘ 


•4 

• V?.. 

1 


¥ 






IfSi. 


er 

he had been 

told the correct descrin 

Jki 

tion. 

\ 

• 

• h s 

? 

« 

i 

Mr. 

Goldsmith. 

Scott repeated it in a 

later 

\ t 

teleoram. a 

*■* M. 

1 ‘V 

§ 

»-r. 

Rocca. in 

a later telegram. 


. ; t 

Mr. 

Goldsmith. 

Do vou recall when that 

was? 

l ' ; 

: 4 

;? r 


=| 

1 

:i 

* 3 

• % 

\ 

i 

i 

c I 


?;as rt ore-assassination? 


Mr. Rocca. He didn't repeat the description. He 

repeated the reference tc it, and then he sent the photo. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Okay. 
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P.occa. Sc, that — 

correct tha 

n a 

telegram. But h 

e was given 

was 

given a correct 

description 


i nean, hi 


^ ^ 


:ia 


of t 




• << 


he month, tnouch the Navy never did respond with a ohotcgra^ 

* 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

Do you know hew the incorrect description, or the 
description cf one person was tied in to Oswald? 3 

Mr. Rccca. You see, this was simply the analyst’s -i- 
this was simply 'Jin Scott, the FBI senior official, runninc s 
the case, and he was making a match, and it was wrong. P 

Mr. Goldsmith. ?7ell, Mr. Scott wasn’t the person whqj 


,^v 


1 f'* 

* 

: m 

. -M' 

i I 

i IS 

: .1 


i : 

• 

• m 

. r tCi 


: 

! 




selected, the photograph. Someone else presumably selected 
the photograph. 


I ! 

i ; 




Mr. Rccca. 'Jell, someone shewed it to him 


And h' 


felt that there was enought cf 


•F =-T 4 


I juege, this is totally a 


hypothetical: I never discussed it with him, as far as I can 
recall,; nor did he ever write it up in a memorandum or 

record — but this was a mixing up of two totally unrelated 

\ 

things. 

Mr. Goldsmith. You see, the first paragraph makes 
reference to a telephonic contact on 1 October — 


jG 

■ '. 


•% 

■■ - ■/* 


X? 

* 

•/ * 
-6 - 


n 

% 


Mr. 

Rocca. 

Mr. 

Gcldsm 

y 27 # 

Rocca. 




Mr. Goldsmith. Between Oswald and the Soviet Embassy.: 


!r. Rocca. T, Jhich had taken a number of days to 


process 


n i~\ 
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r x .-a 


e fj 


-I it c 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes 


That telephonic contact n 


lanes 


no reference to Oswald going to the Soviet Embassy. g 0 , in 
light of the absence of any reference by Oswald that he was 


coing to be at the Sir-bassv that cl av, why would Scott 


ox anyone 




else at the Mexico City station have selected a chotocraoh 


• 

. sit:* 

4 'i'iir-i 

* _ £ 




of someone who was at the Embassy on 1 October? 


7 i! 
: # 

: I 

. i 


Mr. docca 


-.t q 1 i 


w-oi 

v •— 


bn ! t raise the ouestion as 


.c why they were selecting 1 October for scanning? 


- ’ 


9 'I 


: n j 


. . ! 


* • ij 


Hr. Goldsmith. hell, x oresums that thev — 

9 _ •«» 

> 

Hr. Rccca. They're using 1 October as a baseline, 

■/ * 

ar.vthincr that came throuch that looked like an American was 


a viable lead, he thought or would have thought. And this 
was the only one, and he jammed it. 


Hr. Goldsmith. Do you knew for a fact that this was 


:he only one? 


Mr. Eocca. As far as I knew it is 


rest of th4i 


1 ~ »{ 

. r ' 




coverage shows no one else that was even an American. They< 
were all Latins. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you reviewed the coverage? 

Mr. Rccca. Onlv what came out curincf the course of 


♦ . v 'j? ! 

: £ 

* 

i -l. 




the Rockefeller thing. There were a series of photographs ‘ 
take ir. front of — what — the Cuban Embassy, was it, 

i 

or the Cuban and Soviet Embassies. And none of then appear^ 
to be Americans. I think that was what he was using as his. 
baseline. There were others that were Latins. 


•• ■% 


C 0 H F 


DEM? 


t 


• • ^ * 


■ 
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But you can look at all the photos yourself. 


I think you have to out vourself in his oosition. 
tryinc to find any kind of — 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


Excuse me 


r.occa 


- i 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. You have to put vourself in his ocsitidn 
and consider the problem of trying tc find any lead, and 
that’s what he did. 


y ■■ 


I think, of course, it is unmercifullv — 


i v 


Mr. Goldsmith. Pardon me? 


Mr. Rocca. It has unmercifullv complicated the case ! % 


because it introduced a whole new lead — 


< j 


Mr. Goldsmith. The possibility of someone — 


Mr. Rocca 


— as far as I’m concerned. This 


is rav; 


reading of it. 


' * i 

: -* y: 


: T 


• i 


; l 


Mr. Goldsmith. For example, one lead that it introduce! 

<■* * 

4 

is the .possibility of someone else impersonating Oswald. ’■ 


Mr. Rocca. Oh, I mean — it’s totally open-ended, 


totally open-ended. It could be quite trie reverse. It 
could be just some ordinary person who was there on personal 






business. It’s impossible to discuss it rationally, it seeS&s 


o me. 


, 4 ♦ 


m 

Mr. Goldsmith. Did the. Agency ever learn the identity: 
of the oerson who was described in paragraph two? 


Mr. Rocca. Not as far as I know. Not up to the ti&e 


C 0 K F I D E N T I ?\ L 


fit 




1 . 


^ t 


5 20 il 






COMF1 D E N T I A 


1 <• _t_ 

iert. 


Mr. Goldsmrtn. When was the barren Commission fi 


_rs 


eld about this picture? 


Mr. Mecca. 


i think thev were told in the who! 


span of tine between January and March, when they were 
working on it. They actually came over and viewed them 

I think the first time they had, they got the — 


I 

« M 

. .Vff; 

J " jft 

* ;v>c 

• r.i : 


• m 


Mr. Goldsmith. Isn't it true that the barren Conmissibril 

I 

• Sot. 

•£\ 

Mr. F.occa — they got a cropped photograph. That • ; 

was the thing that had started it. It started down in -kf 

» 

Dallas and worked its wav up. I 




Mr. Goldsmith. Isn ? t it true that the barren Cormi^jsion^ 


4 ' + V 


did net know about this photograph until Marguerite Oswald 
testified before the Commission in February anc. made reference 
tc a photograph that she had been shown which she alleged 
depicted Jack Ruby, and that prior to that time, the barren 
Commission had not been told about this ohetocraoh? 

— —* v. 

Mr. Rccca. Me11, they were told about it when this 

\ 

thing went over to them. — did it not? bas it omitted at 
that time? 

I cannot answer that. I can't sav one wav or the 


other whether they did or not. 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


p as there a desire on the mart 


of 


! anyone at the CIA to wart out tne Commission on the Question 

• of this ohotocraoh — in other words, not tell the Commission 
, — - - 


COM? 


D S M T I A 1 




CONFI DENTIAL 


V « 



about the surveillance operation- arid not tell them about this : 


(hotocrarh? 


V* r* 


Rocca 


As far as I know, there was no sucl: 


conscious desire. 


A.: 


Goldsmith. When was the Warren Commissicr 


specifically told about the connection between this picture 


s 

V'-'i 

v 


and the Oswald contact? 


i -i'.y 

t : ik 


♦ 

By that I mean when was the Warren Commission specifics 

P * 

told about Oswald having contacted the Soviet Embassy on 

t 

1 October and this photograph mistakenly being linked to hifc? : 


Mr. Rocca 


mu 


form, when they read the cables. 

Mr. Goldsmith. And when were they given the cables? 




• ! ;h 

:4 

4 


■» 


lev must have gotten it in its original .1 i 


’a?;; 


Mr. Rocca. Those cables must have been given to them. 
some time after that January memo. ! 

Mr. Goldsmith. * T ould there be a record at the Agency ; 




as to when they would have been shown these specific cables? 


► L 


Rocca 


don't know. I would hope so, but I 


* < '■ 


couldn't be sure. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Were you the person that showed them 


i 

< ! 


he cables? 




Mr. Rocca. No 


■ vtS? . 


I can't say that I was, though I may have been. But 
[ have an impression that they were so important that they 


■f 


would have been handled by someone higher up 
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But this is simolv a rr.atter of conjecture at this 


ime. In ether words, it is possible 


v;r. Goldsmith. This is the photograph that had 


cotton into the hands of the Secret Service;shortly after 


he assassination it was sent up to Dallas from Mexico City. 


Do vou recall that? 



I m 




Hr. Rocca. The photograph had gotten info the hanfs j«9| 


of the F3I office in Dallas as a consequence of Mr. Scott : | 


? n. 
* 


* ;<*■ 
* iif 


. <?? 


feeling the afternoon that the assassination took place 


that this rheteqraoh, though it had been impeached already*by •&*! 


W 


cable f rcm£SC £L$0~\ as not being Oswald; and he had seen 


* ,-'*r 

• m- 

i A 

■.r.ij i 


Csv. T ald J s photograph on TV. he still persisted in believing ? 


m 

* TP 

i •=» 

; 

i '-*rj 


t . 

• 


V' 


that this could have had some relationship. As far as I kifcw,: 


T*' 
ai- 


• * 


there is no reason to believe that. It simply came up in h|is 


■ ®v- 


photographic coverage. He had the Air Attache or the Maval 


Attache — the Naval Attache — fly it up to Dallas. And I 


• .-r'f 


think the Sureau — this v/as done in coordination with the 


Bureau representative in Mexico City, and there was a 


transmission to the Bureau office in Dallas. It was at that 




ccint that the photo was taken by the Bureau and shewn to 


Mrs. Oswald. They crooped it in a Darticular way, ana w: 


U 

A 


if 




M 


later on the picture was shown to her, it had been cropped 






in a different fashion by the Bureau office here. This wap 




the basis of her objection, in part, I judge, ard so that 


started it. 


0 :i F I D E N T I A L 
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But mv impression is that the Warren Commission 


certainly knew about that photograph before her testimony — 


coinc back to your question 


% 

■ ar.c 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


Chat is no 


insistent with the 


Warren- Commission recores 


! 


i • • k 


• v 

■ * 


Mr. Rocca. Well, 


may well be 


- * "sr 

J • 

' ft 




Goldsmith 


Let me show you CIA number 2139. 


. m 

t 


I 


i | 


Would vou olease read that. 



* 4Srf 


(Pause) 


* 

i 1 .p- 

: 

: y 


hr. Rocca. Is there an internal memorandum? 


• V; r 

< M 

f 


Is there a memorandum, that went to the Warren Commission? 


• Wt* 
■ - 




Mr. Goldsmith. I T m sorrv, Mr. Rocca. 


« :ilSJ 

• ■■ >:-4. 

■ JKV. 


V 


Rocca. Is there a memorandum that actually wenjt 





! f 


to the Warren Commission on the basis of this? This undoubftec’lll 


this reflects conversation with regard to the handling of 


I 




i material which had gotten into the hands of the Secre 


ervtce:, 


"Mr 


But the Secret Service is net — 


Mr. Goldsmith. The second paragraph refers to th: 


\ 


Oswald photographs. 




m: 


w 


M 


4* 

r 


M 


(r. Rocca. It refers to the photograph, it says. 


* W 

l MW 

*.r 

• ;■ 

v *f 


i :, We are going to pass the material in substance in response 


_- 


hV 




m ; 
'-f 


"or the items refer to aborted leads." 


-ir. 


Goldsmith. Yes. 




. y* 


Mr. Rocca. Now, for example, the famous six photograph;! 


which were net of Oswald — in other words, these were net 
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considered pertinent. 


Mr. Goldsmith 


I understand 


It is fair to say. however, that aecordina to some 
of the language in CIA number 2139 there, was. a desire on th< 
part of Agency officials to wait out the Marren Commission ,i 
specifically with regard to showing the Commission these 
ohotoaraohs? * 


y ■* 


-- ;o i 


Rocca. 


Veil, you're using exactly the language 3 


here that I used in this memo and which ± simply had not 

j 

1 

recollected, which is or. the record. 1 

. i 

I can 1 1 see that these ohctoorachs are what they wsis 
talking about up here. 

’’The levy of our material which had aotten into the i 


■ 3 > 


hands cf the Secret Service since 23rd of November" referr 
probably to the whole file, not just to these people, these 


hotocrraohs. 


Hr. Goldsmith. 


>kay. He’ll get back to that poin 


later on. 




If - 




Mr. 


Rocca. . I can't decide or really ascertain at the 


moment. 


I think the point behind it was that they should go 
to the Secret Service and cet it, ask them for it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. It aoDsars that the Aaencv there acain 


is concerned about revealina to the Harren Commission a 


sensitive source of method of operation. 
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Mr. Rocca. I can't see that in the second oaracraoh, • 

— — . r | 


where it savs these are all 


or are rec.meant, as rar as 


things that have been given to theia 

i 

the investication is concerned. 


At least at the time it seemed that wav. 


Mr. Goldsmith 


The fac'; 


t that material ~av have o9«n 


given to the barren Commission in substance is something 
(a) first of all that was determined by the CIA. not by the 
Warren Commission; and secondly, if it was given in substance 
and not verbatim, that reflects a desire, does it not, on 
the cart cf the Acencv to withhold sensitive source or rr.etlfcd. 

■L ^ 

of operation from the Warren Commission? 

Is that a fair statement? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I think this was the general 
preoccupation that prevailed. 

je 

/ 

Mr. Goldsmith. So then, if there was information t|hat 
touched uoon sensitive sources and methods, the Agency, in 


i & 


fact, was very concerned about it. ■ 

i 

Mr. Rocca. It was concernec about it, but certainly 

I 

not sc concerned that it would not either at that tme cnv6| ! 

• • 

* 

♦ 

the substance cf the information or eventually give the entire; 


5 20 | 


to ? * 


technicue. 


•* * 


Goldsmith. We will return to this question ir. » ; * 


^ A 

/ * \ 

^ "* 1 


little while, after we obtain Mr. Rankin's letter which, 

after you've seen it, I think you will realize that ne was 

concerned about the photographs in particular. Perhaps 
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we can clarify that issue at 1 1 ~ 


nan name. 


Excuse me ror a moment 


(Pause) 


‘4-i- « 


Eocca. 


h'ith rescect to 


the photographs, I 


recall the Commission corning over,- Slawson coming over a 


ana 


actually looking at them 


w ■ -*t . 
: 

•?g 


: 


■ h V. 
• 


• 

i J 

t >V 

! t ; 

• 

I 


"\,T 


Goldsmith. Do you recall when he did that? 
Rccca. I don't remember the date of it. But r 




made a trip over and he brought somebody with him. There was : 


certainly more than one of them. They actuailv looked at lit 


• ' 

m 

. i 


■ -*?"V 


* - : t& 


These were the ones that shov/ec the baccrounc o 


rr 


ne 


cate, of the iron gate, and sc forth. So there was , at that 

* * 


stage anyway, certainly no question of not showinc 


S -.’tt, 


t.1P 


actual photographic evidence so that he could examine for 
himself whether or not this man was Oswald and determine 
whether cr net it was relevant to the case. 


« % 

i 


b 


■ . vi 

* vi 


*• 7 - 


Goldsmith 


think the record is clear that, in 


fact, the barren Commission was allowed to view the ohotogramh, >' 


or ohotcaraohs. 


• * - 

I f 

I * 

t 


However, the question that i am focusing on right ndw ! 


j is v;hsn the Commission staff was given access to this material 


and, in fact, if that material was made promptly available. 

Mr. Rccca. Is there any record as to when they 


9 


> 


M 


came over? I mean, that would give at least a time, a point; 


of referer.c 


t » 

These small memoranda really reflect the kindS 
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of day to cay ephemeral flow 
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he'll have to check into that 


or. 1 1 have anv record of their visits to the 


> r „ 

mr . 

Gold 

srni 
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ve 

vi th 

7?:0 n 
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(D 
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an 

?.T r* 

Gold 

SITii 
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Li. 


larce cstemnstion r.as to be cased on 


a readinc of a small cart 


2023. 


(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. 3sfore we discuss 2033, I would like 
o back for a moment to 2007 and establish for the record 


that 2007 was a memorandum, that you prepared on January 31, 




lO-; A 

-L v - 


Is that true? 


, % 

m 


Rocca. 


TVi-V^ 


nun 


Goldsmith. Fine. 


.3 ■ 


Let's cet back now to 2033. 


Mr. Rocca. Pardon me while I look this over 


!S I 

' ; i 

jl 

:o :i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Certainly. 


(Pause) 


\ ’ 

» w. / • 




Mr. Rocca 


Doclev. 


This memorandum was prepared by Mr. 


Mr. Goldsmith. ?7hat is the date of the memorandum? 


Mr. Rocca. 23rd of July 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


1964. 
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Mr. Rocca. This was at the point where the Commission: 


,1 

. :i 


was preparing for their report, and it was a question cf 
what should be included and what should not be. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Understood. 


4 

rs. 


■ f 

• ♦ 

■ « 

; 

-1 


Mow, from 

the 

text 

of 



l 

* * 






.n 

w 

» 4 

■ 4 

it was 

prepared by 

Mr . 

Dooley 

fsj 


;l 

. i 

«i 







/ 

4 

t 
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j| 

Helms, 

and it 1 s a 

memo 

to 

*m r* 

,*N. 

9* 

* 

• i 
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1 

rpTT'.mjvpnr**"' e t +- 

r* • 

~ ^ 2_ IT 

tc 

sav 


concerned about the sensitive nature of the photosurveilidb.ee % 

* '.?■ 

V. 

*■ 

operation? ’ h 


Ir. Rocca. Without a cuestion. 


! rr, cn m 


thus was a 


statutory responsibility. 

£ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mo one is questioning the legitimacy 


- ’t 

.1 


**r> 
i w • 


of that concern. 


I want to be very clear about that. The fact that the:- 

.? 

Agency was concerned about sensitive sources and methods is 


not somethincr that I a 


am questioning the validity of. 


You look puzzled. Are you? 

\ 

Mr. Rocca. I will reserve. I will reserve on this 


point. 


Goldsmith. I am just trying to establish for 


the record that there was that concern. 


A * 

JL 


Rocca. Basically, I think Min just - 


if we c©uld‘ 


go off for a minute — 


Mr. Goldsmith. I prefer not to go off. 
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Mr. Rccca. All riaht. forcet it, then. 


at lunch. 


can 


Mr. Gold. 


. 2. "C _, 


Mew, the second 'oaraarach of this 


letter, or this memo, indicates that the Agency treco: - end(s 


.hat the nhctocraoh not he re 


educed, in the Commission’ $ 


report because it uculc eonardice a rest ccrficentral ah- 


- -> 1 


reductive operation. In addition, 


could be erbarrasainr 


the individual involved, who, as far as the Ageev is 


aware, had no connection with nee Harvev Oswald or the 


assassination of President Xennedv. 


Does that lancuace succrest to vou that in fac 


t£ie 


Acrency knew who the individual involved was? 


Mr. Rocca. Mo, no. 


^ i 

.i 


It sirn: 


sucaests the total hv^othesis that has fcc 


% / 

i ^ * 


be taken into account when you are dealing with anybody'*s. 


nanus in a matter or tu_s 


/• i * 1 i • ' 

— ~ 1 - — C3 . - _U - _ V— 


I : n sure that he had no- 


f 'V‘ 

• 


1 / I 

,l 


knowledge of it. It was just' a possibility 


; ' 

As 

far as 

I knew, 

that 

ind 

• I • -r » • 

■! icemi 

f ieo. 

in anv■ 

fashion, 

nor 

was 


connecter m a£y 


v;av with anv coeration c f 


erest of anv Kmc. 




Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether he made mere than 
one visit to the Soviet Embassy? 


Mr. Rccca. I cannot answer that. 


I con 1 1 


knew. 


■; ~iq 


Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CiA nurcer■: : 


(Pause) 
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Mr. P.occa. This is our friend Henrv. 


(Pause) 

Mr. Pocca. Mew, this is Mexico. This is 


&EL*0* 3 outgoing 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mould you identify what this ablf 


II is? 


I Mr. Rocca. This is a response to -lexico's cables 

i v 

\ 

i ■■ 

i 

•! which we had already considered, incorporating the trace! 

;i 

'! that had been developed on the basis of the available file 


materials. 

Mr. Goldsmith, what is the date of this responsdf? 
Mr. Rocca. The eleventh — or the tenth of October 

r; 

I'm. sorry, I mis-spoke. It's the tenth. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Before discussing this cable in . 

j 

further detail, at the time of Osv/aid ; s contact with the s 
Soviet Embassy in October, 1263 — in other words, prior 
to the ^assassination — was any particular significance 
attached to the fact:of this contact? 


:o i 


•< • 


.Mr. Pvccca. Mo. Not as far as I know. 

The ultimate of the significance could only have 
been that he was a defector who was about to redefect, or: 
intended to, or was somehow or other involved'in that. 

I can't say that there was even that conclusion drawn 
in the earlier material. 

rj 

Mr. .Goldsmith. When the Mexico City station first 
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learned of the Oswald contact, was any significance attached 
to that in particular? 


Mr. Rocca. 


cus 


ate’*. 


for example? 


Mr. Rocca. 


i -would say 

▼cot* 

w _ ± V ^w- u. X V_— * 

cugh a cable w 

ormation to 

heaccuarters, 

e? 


Oh, I think 

you would fin 

’•*> ~ q c 

A « Cm u • Cm a • > ' ■ * ^ >■ » O 

to shew that 


fine many ctner — 


standard order of procedure in connection with .Americans. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did Mexico City routinely notify 
headcuarters of every American whom it identified as having 
been in contact with a Soviet or Cuban Embassy? 


nr. Rocca. 


\0ll , 


you used the word “routinely. 


I can't answer on that. It did notify heaccuarters with 
respect to Americans, as ail stations do. I don't knew., in 
other words, what prompted 7-Jin Scott in this instance. 3vst 
it would be a cart of the function of the station. 

Mr. Goldsmith. To report the contact by an Ar.eriqan 


with a foreicn. embassv? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, to report that 


And, it would be 


by cable 


o 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mew, I note in the first paragraph 
f CIA. number 17?, -which you have correctly identified as 


the headquarters response to the Mexico City station cablq. 

that there is a correct description cf Oswald, or a more 
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accurate description of Oswald contained in that paragraph. : 

i 

4 

Mr. Rccca. That is the correct description of Oswald,; 




as l Know it. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Vniere would that information have 


been obtained? 


v: 


Rocca. I have no knowledge of that 


>1 




m 

s 


Dees that strike you as being drrricuitv 


A a --f 


' i 


Goldsmith. is o. 


It does not necessarily stri* 


me as being difficult just because I asked the question. 


n 

! 


m 




2*r. Rccca 


bv Mrs. Eccerter. 


V 


you see, 


the file had been oner.sd on fcim. 


« 


,v*,- 

irfr" 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, you would have obtained the , 

4 

information from the 201 file? 

* 

Mr. Rocca. She had the original State Department 
list which named the defectors, and this kind of thing is 

. j 

really information that you could probably have gotten ov«r 
a telephone — I don’t know. They would be m a position to 


vi''- 

I 


- * 

1 


* 

¥ 

% 


* 

4 


lit 


ba 


av exactly where they got it. 


Mr. Goldsmith. In fact, the first paragraph refels 

« 

tc Oswald’s 201 file and it is likely that she received 

that descriction from this file or from information contained 

♦ 

in this file. 

a 

Mr. Rocca. Well, the file vrould have been fairly J 
slim at that stage, though. You know, it would have been ; 
really the opening action. Indeed, it contained 
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this incredible error. 


'r. 


■oOiC 


^ n 


T 

■vm 


' v» *» 


ncreciole error are you 


referrinc to? 


Mr. y.ccc 


nenrv. 


~ i 

' •! 

. ii 

/ I 


under 


Mr. Goldsmith. T \hv t- 


.e name :; Lee Henry Osvald?" 


•r. Pccca. This 


to explain. Bettv had retired well before 1 cyot into this 


.hire, v;hen i no 


ed it rr.vseif — j. hadn't a.t 


vn 

Deep, ope 

n 

J_ o 

satisfac 

got 

into th 

t * 

rt 
l *• 

M 

(D 

1 

1 


rt.o /’ 3 


dealing with 3elin. 3ut there was some cause fer this, that* 

■ * • i’ 

v f 

: i ' *v 

had to do with the openinc action. i : 


:i 

* • j 

i - 


Hr. Goldsmith 


; m not sure that j. understand that. 


You say that there was some cause. -'That do you mean? 


Hr. Rocca. There was some analytical error that eaus 


his, either on her -art or on the par 


U tJ 


■f 4-K 


he coovist v,*ho 


actuallv omened the file. 


‘ir. Goldsmith. Hiss Sccerter actuallv opened the file.- 


Mr. Rocca. You mean,- her action? 


Mr. Goldsmith. Her sicnature 


appears on it 


Mr. Rccca. Hell, then, she made the error. But ghe 


Cl 


could have gotten it from' the original source of inform.ation 


which was the State Department list 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let's take a look at that list ridht 


now. 


Rccca. whatever it is, I mean, this, of course. 
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is one cf the war 


.hat vou have to live with 


i mean, it is (straight.) And then, the thine I 


prepared for bet in, i wcnc.er wny v 


■cu haven’t seen that, becaus 


• » 

— \ 


is tne one 


hat i arcued fairlv hotlv about. 


A cam, 


- * 


6 ;! 


7 .1 

/ M 


quite personally, 


Mr. Golds: 


'.e ten of -v heac. 


- i-V. 

■ ■ L-* * A 


Which list are you referring to n€>w, 


that vou prepared for Belin? 


; .i 

i 

:| 


. Rccca 


that had come in 


Commission had pronounced; had issuer its report, ma 
file seeir.ee to have possible interest to a continuing 
investication. It : s broken down into large sections. 


has had a documentary ap 


cf tha n.ateri 

* ls 1 

the barren 

Ml 

eport, that on 

i the ■*= 



continuing 

% v. 

fC 

sections. It 

i v 

W 



h telegram in 

crcerU 


•f 

i 

» 

* — * 

* / : 


1 C 1 
' • :| 


:c :i 

• I 

•» 

~ ’ I 
* * 


/g < 

V, * * 


each intercept was listed. 


I pointed out a number of these errors at that time 
and said these are the inevitable results of people working 


under larce stress and short time. 


I remember I usee this — f 


f 

you have tc take them, with warts and ail. in discussing tnis• 

'.4 ■ ' 

But I have r.c real explanation for this. In face, I was ndit & 

** .P*" : 


aware of it myself until fairly late. I; 

¥' s 

yd; 

Mr. Goldsmith. I wanted to establish for the record g 

■* 

that according to CIA number S24.. v/hicr. was a list of Amencan| 
defectors that was given to the Agency, Oswald’s name appears 


with the correct middle name, sc that the source of 


•t* l' o 
t.X 


information would not have been responsible ,.or 

C. •? N F I D Z M T I A T- 
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:ir. Rocca. Yes. So, it is not nv impression that 
the actual cosninc. file cneninc wa.s none by her. She conic. 


i;g v 


ms true tec. 


o have been cone 


i 

•i 

- :| 

* i I 

•I 


Die", she write Henrv? 

: i 

Mr. Goldsmith. ?7e : ll lock at that document later,. 
Mr. Rocca. Because that would then, then she won-ld 
be ir. a r-osition tc explain it. 


Goldsmith. Actually, I have the docum.ent rro 


ir. front of ms so we will loo. 1 : at it very briefly. 


„ l. u_t> : 


CIA n-amber 7S2. 


(Pause) 


« * 

* C 2 


■ C I 

* • t 

I 

■ i 

:l 

:o li 


\ * 
> w * 1 




Mr . 

P.ccca. This is my comment here (ind 

icatir.g.) ] 

jjf- 

Mr 

V 1 T“ 

• 

Goldsmith. So, you wrote in a r.otat 

ion that ,i 

■M- 

dele 

name is "Harvey," ar.cl that was done 

% i 

i* 

■tr 

",;k 




iir’t' 

* -\ 

M ~ 

9 

Rocca. 34-75. 

i 

-< *- ■ 

Vr 
.. — • 

Goldsmith. — Amril, 1375. 


-jV 


Mr. Rocca. So, she did it. She is going to have,' to- 

\ 

well, they have to live with it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I should point out for your informat! 

fj 

; i 

A 

that Mrs. Sdcerter has reviewed this document and she has 



testified — at least that is my recollection anyway -■ 
1 Her.rvv;as not -written in by her, but by someone else 


- tjjiat 


Mr. Rocca 


That, to me. makes sense. That is, it 


seems to me that in the process there is a gap betweer 
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Edgerter and the actual opening, which is down somewhere in 
the RI section, and that this is an error at that level, which 
then was never ticked uo and corrected. It just got dona 


that wav. 


* I 
‘ t 

"7 I 


ms 


was 


• Now I've talked at length with hr. Hartman aboutfit, 
suggestion v?as that that's the way it happened, that it 
the ooeninc. the actual formal opening was not dene ijjy 


Mrs. Edgerter, who was an-extremely careful analyst. 


A JL. 

1 u 

m 

:% 

M 


■# 

\r 

iVr 

j u. 

. g.t: 
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-v> 
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’hMP 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Whv -couldn’t she have written in ,the 




middle name at the time that she opened the file? 


Mr. Rocca . vThv? 


x- 


Goldsmith. Yes. She had that information. 


Mr. Rocca. It's right here on the form. 
Well, veu showed it to me a little while ago. 


Goldsmith. Mhv wouldn't she have written it 


in? 


Mr. Rocca. You're coing 


rr +■ 


have to ask the people 


in RI on this. There is an actual book that says how these 


20 l! 


* : »i 

m • * 

I 


thincs happen, and there could have ceen a slippage at that 


point in 


1 ^ 


In any case, I think her handwriting, which is thj. 


handwriting, I ’would judge (indicating) , is not tms 


handwriting (indicating.) 

This is printing, and it's not hers. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, you think that: someone wrote 


**■* *** » * ^ ~~ r~. rp v» rn T" 
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in the entire name "nee Henry Oswald? 


t: 


Mr. P.occa. 


hat ■ s 


1 S'* — 

~ O' 


1 X-y 1^- 

X '_Li. :v 


that this v;as dene by another person who race 


U 


a ns 


taw.e. 


her testimony * in other yores ( is erc.cabiv right 


hi: 


Mr. Goldsmith. Returning to CIA number 17?, vhi&h 


contains a correct description of Oswald and the incorrect 


h*' 


middle name, this cable also gives b 


- '’beround in_orm.ation 


doh 


If • 




on Oswald. having been a defector to the Scvie 


m. r t 


L- 


mon. 


T * T OuId % 


hat 


r.r* -vay cave e 


seal a ted. the iscortasce of Oswald’s 


y> 


contact with the Soviet Embassy? 


t: 


hr. P.occa. Onlv in the sense, that it wcuia succas 


- J that he was considering redefection, which we later cetehnme 


r». 

f}._ 


1- 


ne was. 


• Vt 
■# ' 


Mr. Goldsmith. And would that have made the cc.nfcac 4 - 


i 


a significant one? 


Mr. P.occa. I think so. I think sc. For Mexico 


it would have. It would have given it meaning. 


Mr. Goldsmith. : 'ould vou refer to the last paragraph 


of this cable. 


MM 


Mr. P.occa. Yes. 
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Does that reques 
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if such information becomes available? 
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to the assassination known of Oswald : s contacts with the 


'"’uban r.rroassv , should. 




t 

the Mexico Citv station have communicated 


hat information to headquarters? 


•".r. 




ca. It mav not have -rccassec. it cy that time 


it was a different set cf materials. 


Mr. Goldsmith. I understand that 


Mr. Rocca. I understand the thrust cf ' ; hat you are 


cettinc at. 


Mr. Goldsmith. I understand that you wouldn’t have t? 


information as to whether they, in fact, knew. out iwr. s4l 


u:.a L ii .- 


in fact, 


thev knew and had processed that inforr?4tior 

— — r i 


should it have been, sent to headquarters? 

Mr. Rocca. Indeed — if it had been processed 


Goldsmith. Yes. I understand 


Mr. Rocca. My impression i 


:hat thev sirvolv went ba 


over a lot of tapes and gathered that information th< 


in 


ther words, there was so much of it tnat it didn't just sort 


f come up automatically, and therefore that they sent 


hev had or what 


they recccnizec. But tney were certainly 


in nc position to immediately correlate inasmucn as every 
hao to be based on manual oossrva.ion and translation and 


selection at that time. 


So, I would not hold, them at fault m this at ali.i 
In other words, vcu cannot credit them with handling more 


than — 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Nell, ~v Questionvas Phrased verv 


narroviiv 


* i 


V' v- o 


. savin 

- 4> 

c assurir.c that the Mexico 
— 

0 4 J- X7 

station had 

# 

Vr o f 

Oswald’s contact with the 

o * t w P? r-» 

■ : V 

Fmbassv and i 

,4 

..<ir*A 

#- .i’■ 

o the 

assassination this informs 

ticn 

had been; If 

■ 

s 

Mould 

that information have been 

sent 

% 

to headfuar^l 




i 

•A, : 

Rccca. 

And it would have been. 

Yes. 

Trie answer If 


to ycur question is yes, and x think it would have been. 


'! 
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;c • 


Mv personal ir.oressi.on is that thev processed it JateiS 

i. - “ " W 

;-;V o 
r 

* 

anc. therefore the flow of information was net as direct, j % 


W M 
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i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did you ever ash anvcne in the Mexico *1 

— — + 

>* > 
«r- 

I- 

Cit” station whether they had that information prior to the jy 
~ 

• . 

; 

I 

* r? ' 

assassination? :’S 

4 : i 
f - 

'' 

„ <<■ 

Mr. Rccca. Prior to the assassination? ■ 

*' z, 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 

* 

I am asking you whether — 

* - i' 

I 

■ Mr. Rocca. I had no knowledge of any of this prior ' 

»• ■ 

to the assassination. •;/ 

if’ 

• * 

■ 4 

a . 

Mr. Goldsmith. i am not askina you whether you asjcea vy 

I V 

'* 5 ‘ 

the question prior to the assassination. I : m. asking you whethsy 
at some time you ashed anvcne at the Mexico City station j* 

u ** * VU'-j 

Pj. ! 

■whether the Mexico City station prior to the assassination h 


knew that Oswald had been in contact with the Cuban Err±>assy 




and Ccr.sulate 


Mr. Rocca. Mo, I had not. I would assume that that 
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’ -j had been reocrted 


1 * 


I I 


Mr. Goldsmith. Rut you never asked anyone? 


Mr. Rocca. No. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


v» 


o* 




;» 
.1 


Vf 


^ - / A 


•:i 


_ i. 

•' : i 


Now turning to CIA number 181, which is the lastij 
of this cable, I note that Thomas Karamissines is the 

j 

releasinc officer. 

What does the releasing officer to a cable do? 


?V 


•I 

? ! 


V *1 
T>tl 




id 


/That is the function of the releasinc officer? 


Mr. Rocca. He was simply substituting fcr Mr. H^lms,l| 


.! 

I 

.i 

: l 


■I 


whose signature would have been there as releasing officer 
cn this matter, as it has been cn others* 


m 


m 


r 

■y- 


% 


9 ^ { 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mh.v would someone as hiah ur in 


le 


- 

% 


>V~ organic at ion as Mr. Karamissines cr Mr. Heims be a releasanc 




* r 

i 


♦ # 
i C 


officer tc a cable? 


Mr. Rocca. I think that you are coming now to thte 










. 0 


I ? 


il whole matter of defection and redefection. You are becinfcina * 

• « • - - s 

: ! : 1 

■j to get peopre -- (not) J.C. Kane'actually, but a division 


iV • 


^ 1 

< 1 • 


chief here now — this is no longer L^6“\ — the whole 

matter of the American and what his former relationships 


-‘T-: 

-iif 


At 

% 


1 

4 


the armed forces were are coming through. This makes it 4 




-- . 

" j matter of considerable concern. You have also people in 


t: 


ft' 

•3& 


A 

Hj. 


I 


, * 


I Cl concerned. The matter has become a little bit more 

i . _ 

; lir.cortant. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


r 
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don't thin); you answered the question I nosed vast 


a bit earlier. 


what is the function of a releasing officer, fcr 


tne raccrc. 


P.ccca. 


rj ell, you know, you ;.ave 


to have a releas^ 





officer on cable. Presumably they represent the final reviev? 


sj 


i authority with resnect to what is beinc said in tie cable. 



He is the 


ultimate bureaucratic end of the line on a cable, 


**r' T 


ft- X 


according to the procedure which.'is established in the manualJ§ 




He doesn't have to be the DDP. 




;r. Goldsmith. Excuse me a minute 


‘A 




(Pause) 


r\K 




* T « 

*■« 


:-vOcea 


'he releasina officer doesn’t hav 


T o 


' - T% 

• m 






I 


tc be the DDP or the ADDP. That’s all I'm. getting at. 




* -*1 


♦ '^r 


Mr. Goldsmith. Would vou now refer to CIA number 






2140. 




:*ir. Kocca 


V 


ou see, it’s auite clear 


You have 


: " # 


four other authorities involved. 


• ■#> 




Mr. Goldsmith. I’m sorry, you were just making a 




. & 
f • 


point? 


i vi 


Mr. P.occa. I mean, the content. I think the answer 


i to your question is implicit in the content. 


. r 


You have four other authorities involved that are 


outside of the Acencv. These are all other agencies (indi^atir 


W- 






CMS was the FBI. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. One was the State Department. 

Mr. Rocca. One v.'as orobablv Secret Service and the 


- I 

* H 


other would be' someth!no. Under these circumstances you would 


v;ant to co to tr.e boss. 


- i 


;tr 


loicsmts 


w • ** *■ ▼ * 7 1 T 1 C 

♦ * A \ ' . O' L* X t. ^ w t.-" 


ret Service have beeji 


contacted? 


Rocca. As a defector — I don't knew whether 


ae :s or not 


-“HU, q -} ~ _ 

* a i J. C -L _ 


’.V God, v;h’-’ 


sav 


— M 


con 


knev;. 


Mr. Go1dsmith. 


et : s slot; down and jus 


move badk 


a moment. 


You are referrino nev 


o CIA number 181, fifth paiagra# 


which indicates that this 


info 


rm.ation *•’as disseminated to ! cth 


agencies. My recollection is that they were State, 731, 
Immigration, and I don't knew what the other crypt stands "for 


i don't think it's C ecret Service. 


V — T> 


. A.occa 


That’s where I bow out. 


Mr. Goldsmith. That's why - wanted to clarifv that 


Mr. Rocca. I v/ill bev; out of that. 


I don’t reccanize it. 




Mr. Goldsmith. Are you saying that because this 


information — 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. Looking it over I can see very 
definitely why Mr. Kane would want his superior to know. 
After all, he is the division chief and normally he would 


N F I D E N T I A L 
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i i 

* 4 


- I 


be the r 

eleasinc officer 

for anything. 

But 

if you 

have this 

kind of 

interdepartmental 

concern, very 

def i 

niteiy 

you want 

the DDP 

or his assistant 

tc knew. It s 

eens 

tc ne 

that this 


is - 


_ new ^ h ^ cinG ^^-T is still iso wnv till 0 reieasina officer 


i 

n 


*0 ' J 

i 

‘4 


C <! 


•• 2 c 4* 


nd what are his functions. He r.as 


o be sufficiently high 


uo the channel of com.anc to be able to take care cf whatever 


■! 

1 


e.T.erces new as a consequence ana 


be informed cf it so that if 


*7 I 


sorr.etninc barrens, 


o o 


hese could call him up and ask. 


!r. Goldsmith. Gould the fact that Karans sines 


signed era on 


this as releasinc officer indicate that the:; 


/• ** 


I 

:i 

l 

if 

* i 

i 


- -I 


contact of Oswald with the embassy at this time was consider 
to be sicr.ificar.t? 


?« r . Rocca. Met oer se, but in an interdepartmental 


4 I 


i. 
■ « 


sense it. v;oulc. beand he vouIg have to know. 


j : 


t 

'I 

. i 


^'1 V" 


C/*n 1 r*Tn ■: t* 


. 1X • 


;Cicsir.icn. 


Please refer to CIA number 2140.. 


% / 
I C 


I 

• 

t 

i 

• i 


Mr. Rccca. georga, you guys are beautifully 




thorough. 


• a 




T t -y* 


G <T7j 

j 


. V’ ^ 


I* 


'! 


2121. 


Mr. Goldsmith. It's 2140. 

Mr. Rccca. That was the one I already had 


Mr. Goldsmith. Oh, okay. 


(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. It is a different copy of it, though, and 


L- 


has a mar a in note which i don't understand. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Car. you identify this document 


i-O 
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(Pause) 

Mr. Rccca. This document goes to the community. 

I would have to look at the earlier documents, the earlier 
dissemination to the community to distinguish '-hat this dees 

•4 

that the other didn't. It seems to go over the same groufcd. 


Mr. Goldsmith. In other words, you think that 


he 


was another dissemination cable to the community? 

Mr. Rocca. "ell, maybe I'm just mixing t 


hat un with 


the one that 


+- u . ^ +* — — 


Mr. Goldsmith 


There was a dissemination cable that 


was sent bv -- 


Mr. 

Rccca. '/■ 

. * 

Goldsmith 

film 

c. t VO U 3. IT 0 

X • 

Rccca. Th 

- ir • 

Goldsmith 

Mr. 

P.occa. Th 

Mr. 

Goldsmith 


exicc. 


ih -- Mexico City station locally. That 


hat Ms what I'm probably remembering. 


I '. 1 A Cl l- ^ 


he date of this cable? 


•] 
r] 
11 

■0 :j 


believe, to the rest of the intelligence community. 

Mr. Rccca. This was the first one, yes. It must ijbe 


i • 

* 
I 


V _ / 




the first one 


Mr. Goldsmith. Now, this cable reports the contact 
on 1 October by Lee Oswald. Do you know why this cable 
contained an incorrect description of Oswald? 


Mr. P.occa 


Because it reproduced the incorrect 
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material that had been previously sent. 


Mr. Goldsmitn. However, the same person who sent 
the caoxe to Mexico City that cave the correct description 
of Oswald sent this cable. 


- ‘.o 


cca. But the correct description vent cut jit 


— 

Cl Vf 


- -F 


erent time, did it not? 


Hr. Goldsmith. They went cut effectively sim.ultaije 


Mr. Rocca. Hv impression is that there is a time 


difference which showed seme decree of appreciation 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, this incorporates that incorrect 


inf oma 


tron 


Mr. Goldsmith. This time is given in 15 zecl" on CiA 

• j 

number 179. I : m. not sure that you'll be able to correlate 


tr.e tune. 


• -'■* " 


(Pause) 


v?>- 


?ccca. Hell, v.’e will have to find out what thte 


tames are. 


This is 12 "zed" (mcicatina) and v/hat is this? 


(Pause) 


• n 


Mr. Rocca. I associate this with beinc a later : J 

I 

* • 

« -■ fc 

dissemination than this. It is very imper ticint. It is ur.po rtant 

v - 
' £ 

1 would say in locking back at it to know who did the 

actual craftinc. I 


These were amcnc the errors made 


i 


I sav. thsv 
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^ w -i r -l u ^ .1 . x 


nave 


e marked as such and I think thev were 


> T «*- 


Goldsmith. m this case the drafts v/ere arerarec? 


bv Ydcerter and Charlotte Bustos. 


hr. Rocca. 


Yes. Mv impress 


' ^ 4- ^ 4- » 4— - » ^ f. 

j_ O <_:.U iL .135 


US cos•-- 


whom I don * t knew, 


ut tne name - rererroer nov: 




vou mention it — but thev were obviously net tracking. 


Mr. Goldsmith. In any event, c.o you have an explar.atii 


■j^fc 


ter 


tne — 


i.occa 


i think that thev wrote these in total: 


good faith on the basis of what they had .before them. 

hr. Goldsmith. Even thouoh one cable vent back to- 


the Mexico Citv station that cave a correct description? 


r> 4 - 


hr. P.occa. hot if that went later. 


.•:r. Gorcsmitn. 


Mo 


1. .G o * 


rrir.c tc CIA number 


van 


nr. Cocoa 


Yes. If that went later, then it means 


that somewhere in between the two perception, true perception 
developed, and that is my assumption. 

Mr. Goldsmith. ?7e can easilv check the record to :j 


n 


see the time. 


Rocca 


I have never reallv pursued it. but 


*1 ,y ^ 


recall that this came up when I went through this exercise 


* J*r 

. ■> - 


for Belin an 




was as clear as — vou knew — there were 


errors made in the way these things were sent. But they ate 

minor. They are minor things, though. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

I would Ixks to say for the record that 


because of the- 


iSi 


' • 
■X 


.1 

wl 


C* 

rv» 


•i 

i 

• « 
i 

•1 

i 


< 

i 

I 

— 1 

; j 

’f 

x j 
^ • * 

’! 
;i 

i 

> ; i 


cualitv of 


_ i 


n 

•( 


-F 


■“ yornV t.t" n "U ■ „ ^ _ - 

— -—- w.a. , in O0n9rs • i _ c 


make cut the tine with reliable 


s coca, you canno* 


accuracy. For that reason. 


we will do is sincl 


y check the Acencv ! 


v5 

, 9 


s rscores to see thfe 


time sequence with which these cables were sent. 


Mr. Focca. The ’’Z' 1 


4 - - 


ne secuence can be comoaredi 


Wuftj 

d 


M 


It 

v-« 


a 


• I 

i 


Xn any cs.se, 


two ladies can be — well, I : m 


not ccinc 


v I 


■7 I 
.1 


>.J 


1 \J 


< < 


I 

i 

. i 

i 

< 

* 

I 


o tell you how to do 


/cur work 


■ ■ '--olcsm.ith. Fny dcn f t ve take a break for 


lur.cn now. 




e; 

i 

•53 ■ 


M 


% 

* M 


. I 

• J 

r 


(.Thereupon, at 1:21 o ? clock, p.ra. , th 


• . • 


e cenositior. 


recessed, to resume at 2:15 o'clock, p'.m. , the same day.) 


fj 

'k *; 
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i 

~ ? .i 
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M 




xepcsitior. of Raymond Q. P.occa continued.) 


> e 


r» 


Goldsmith. I believe that this morning we 


discussed the question of whether the Agency was giving the 

$ 

barren Corralssion the cor.pie16 ir.icrr'.auio.ri on cne 1 0 IsphOno 

h 

I*jn operation of the Mexico City station. I bexieve t.iat 
V Q t jr testimony was that that information was made available 

to the Commission. 

Mr. Rocca. The substance, as far as I know. 

• . ^ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mas your testimony also to tr.e 

3 _ 

effect that the Marten Commission specifically was tola |.dou 

i 

the telephone tap operation? 

• ^ 

Mr. Rocca. A.t what time? At any time during 


:*S» 


•«: i-i 

t 

'tt . ■ 


hi 


V - 

r, 

m 

i i?. 

v 

-.fit- 

• .# 


'-S& 


T 4'• 



whole thing? 


ifVt 

♦AlJ 


‘4 

f 


ts« 




Mr. Goldsmith. 


Meil 


when, to the best of your 


recollection, were they told about that? 

Mr. Rocca. In my opinion, it could not nave sat 

very long without Mr. Dulles having told then himself as ja 

\ 1 
member of the Commission. I don't know the exact date t^c.i- 

thev were informed of the materials. 

It had to be very early because everyone understood 

that this material was of a highly sensitive nature v/hich 
had to be protected. It ori'natec with a telephone tap. 

You could just talk with Siav;son and your eyes would be 
bugging out as he understood everything. 


- - A 

- ^ " 


*■ - 

«,* - 


M 


4 

1 • 


f- 

: 


» i 

■ '.7 
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O; v;hether it : s in January or March -- at a certain 


stage certainly there was no question because they did the 


w 

actual taps, and they were asking them ■•here ars the original^ 


and stuff of that kind. ”3 had to explain whv there were 


* 

.i 

*1 

- *! 
v 


no originals, that they had been erased, and that hind of. thi; 
But as far as I know, this was not done in writina. It wfes 


done verb-all 


conversations. 


But 


*>4, ^ 


tr.e exact cate was 


s r cannot ran ccvn. 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


•’e saw, for example, the Piawscnf-C 


oL 


memo that you examined this morning which suggested that I 
as of 1 Arril, 19 51 S laws or. ar.c Coleman did not know of the 
telephone operation; either that or they were affirmatively 


misinformed about the Agency having ’’observed Oswald 

I would like to shew vou CIA number 2141. 


Please ex anire this document. 


IC I 
ll 

'I 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. This is one of the very earlv nieces. 

mm ^ « 


:S Ij 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let me ask vou the question and vou 


1= "■ 
;| 


will get a chance to explain-that 


Mr. Pvocca. 'dell, i can't explain it, obviously 




► 

* • f * 





Mr 1 GO** C 3 err* 


an vou identifv this document for 


the record? Simply, what is it? 


Mr. P.occa. This is ar. outgoing cable in the GP Floor • 
chase. At the time the Western Hemisphere Division was 


responsible for the general coordination, outgoing mater 


NFIDENTIA 
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I judge that it was prepared by Mr. fSC £J.*0 ■] 

T i* £ 

date of it is 2C December, i?S3. And Mr. EscttsO signed it, 
presumably bv authority of Mr. Heims. who was the DDF. 


Mr. Goldsmith. '«hat : s the date on this? 20 December 


r • 


1963? * 


X, 

. * .■ 


V y* P 'TiV J» I 

-‘.vjt,UC • 


t • 


r.iat s correct. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Acccrdinc to the first paragraph.?it 

*# # » . • __ 

indicates that the Acencv's cresent Plan in passing infonfcati 

.. - - 3 

* 

to Marran Commission is to eliminate mention of telephone 
taos in order to Protect their continuing operations. s i 
;,T Mill rely instead on statements of Silvia Duran.” et cetera, 
et cetera. 

* 

'*1 

Can you explain this first paragraph in any wav? 

™ •• •» • ^ *4 •« 

Mr. Rocca. Ms11, Mr. fccet-to'] has to explain it. 

It is certainly, in any case, by the time January came around 
and the tvarrer. Commission began to operate, this had lone ' 
since been superseded. 





% 

V 

%■ 




/S’'.-'. 

•J* 


fit 




'll' 

i- . ■ 

t.-r 

k?; 




.fj?^ 






Mr. Goldsmith. So, this was not the operating poliev 


by the time the barren Commission was in full gear? 

Mr. Rocca. As far as I'm concerned, this was not. 

This was one of those early representations of sources and 

* 

methods and their protection, which was simply unrealistic. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Is it fair to say that this document 

is another example of the Agency's concern to protect sources 

and methods as authorized by — well, not necessarily as 
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authorized by lav;, bu 


u _LIi 


he Agency's interpretation of hovr 


v;as authorized bv lav;? 


Mr. Rccca. As it was interpreted, in these tirr.es 


.hir.’c that the in 


rpreration has changed, proba.blv as 


esult'of this eoisoce. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine 


-v - < 

/ :: 


Did the CIA ever obtain a 




reccrdir.c of Lee 


Harvev Oswald 5 s voice? 


-hr. Rocca. As far as I know, there v/as no tare rfecor 


ever preserver. 


It was erasec,. in other v ordsthe telephone taos. 


- .1 

.i 


. . •« 

* - A 


> ' y. 


^i_• i..13 C: 


ruestion is did the Agency ever 


obtain a tare recording of Oswalc 


ZT.72 T /""! ' C? 


voice? 


hr. Rocca. 


rr. ^ c 

tt Cl _ _ o 


wer to the auesticn is ves. 


Mr. Goldsmi th. Fine . 


1 i i 

i 


Mow you antic ir a ted r.a cuita correctly. 




’*■ ‘I 




20 || 


1 ' i 


-- ! 


*7 .1 


» ^ I 

-> ^ \ 


At the time of the assassination, did the Acer.cy have 
in existence a tape recording of Oswald’s voice? 

\ 

Mr. Rocca. To the best of mv hnowledce.. no. 

Mr. Goldsmith. "her. had the tape recording c£ Oswald' 

r! 

voice been obtained? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Some time ir* the earlier period 

- «► 

which we have reviewed this morning. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Between September 27, 1953 and October 

fir-t or second,' roughly? 
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» A «■ • 


P.occa. Yes, ves 


~ | 
- I 


■ 

Ana, it had been erased sometime during the period — ! 


during tr.e subsequent period, and before the whole eoisoc. 


a 


* i 


— i 


ceneratec 


sr, v- 


■r. Goldsmith. Do you knew why the taoe recordinc i 


0 l 


:j was erased? 


7 


M — I? 


;# 

L» 

:fJf 

-{ 


7 .* 

1* 


T 


.-\occa. Tms was by standard order of procedure, 
according to tie people on the spot and in charge of the 
operation, who are in a better position to testify tc this; 

i 

matter than I am. 

In particular, the man who has written a booh — 


4 ' 




■•rf 


‘ - .1 


« r , 

I 


iir . 


Goldsmith. David Phillips. 


P.occa. — David Phillips. /Then I was workincr 


•HI 


■ 
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i 

:j or. behalf of Mr. Bella's interest in conoilinc those t 


. . i 

i: ; 

! papers, let re acd that the whole 

;i 

* * i 

tc } 

:l did come uo 

I 

i 

. / i 
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i arc 
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compiling those 

two 

ter of the time 

* % 

4 

iaose 5 •*# 

: 

■ \ *. 

Hips in trying 

to 1 

seventh -- did 

. 4 ' 

we aiacussi 


this this mernina? I recalled at lunch that this was a 


, I 


. \ 


i I 


• matter tnat I had seized on myself. And therefore, he was 




* i i 


division chief at that time — strike the therefore — vhenii 


*> 


! %* 






s* 


. 7 -- 


iC ! 


x talked with him in *75. I had a number of discussions 

■ ♦ 

! with him on points relative to the technique that was used ;; 
in the handling of the tapes, because he was there at the time 


If- 

’t- 


y.br 


Now whether he was in a position to oive testimonv 


of his own knowledge or whether it was his belief, I cannot say 

♦ 

r 0 S ? I D 2 N’ ! m 


u t X U 




But his statement to m 


» a w 


the tins/ as I asked hin 


he specific cuestion r vnat hac^snec to the voices — 
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erased and it v;as normal that that be done within a cycle of 
five to six days. That is r.y recollection. 

• hr. Goldsmith, hould the ourrose cf erasing the taoe 
simply be so that the tape could be reused? 

t 

'i 

Mr. Rocca. Exactly. They had a larce traffic '.vh|Lch 

5 

.5 

TO 

they had to accommodate. 

There is in addition tc -hr. Phillips his chief of 


office at that time who also v.-as there and who would hnov 




..r. oOj.csm.icn. tr.at wouic. oe 


3 


’Ir. P.occa. No. It's a fellow with a Latin name 
Mr. Goldsmith. In chares of which operation in 


•i Mexico Citv? 


Mr. Rocca. He was Chief of Cos when Mr. Phiiii 


;| was chief of MM in 1375. 

* 

» 

» 

I Mr. Goldsmith. Oh, in 1375. 

♦ W 
% 

• 

i 

j Mr. P.occa. He later went cut to become chief of 

» • . 

I 

! station, "ell, you can create the entire order of that. 

| 

i 

II 

;[ Mr. Goldsmith. Let me show vou another document 

l 

.1 

j dated November 23, 1SS3, addressed to James J. Rowley, 

'i 

1 who was Chief cf the U.S. Secret Service at that time, fz 

\ • * 

I 

;t 

i 

! J. Edgar Hoover. 

i 

l 

■ 

i The document deals with the assassination of Pres 

I . 

\U'{. 













Reproduced from the holdings of the National Archives HSCA (RG 


ISJ 

•*J 

UJ 


_r> 




.1 

w-> 


N 


'V 


f 


^ »•< r J. u £j 


X X ri. 


♦ 

/ 




^ f 


I 

.! 


_ 1 1 


H 

I 


% «• 
i J 


• i 


4 j 


li 


% ' 


i c 


i t 


♦ 


'I 

.1 


1 - .1 
W 

’ ' ii 

M 

so 3 




X" < 7 


< 

•i 

4 

t 

* 

J 

il 


/ > 


130 


John F. Kennedy ir. Dallas, Texas.. November 22, 12 63. 

I will have this marked as an exhibit. 

(The document referred to was marked F.occa Exhibit 
number 2.) 


Vr 'T-o 1 <5 e il K 

* • > * V- ' w • * « I ^ A A 


If I wanted to substitute a cette 




ooy or tna 


V_ Cl u. 


some later time, is there any problem, in 


coiner that? 


■i; 

I 

r 


The T.enorter. Mot tha.t I knew of, sc lone as they 


T * 


- - 4- w 


•sfcVr 1 

•¥% 


■* 


are identical. 


.t 

1 


Mr. Goldsmith. Okav. 


Turnincr to mace 4 of thi 


s cocument. 


would like to 


| 


. .a 

' : 

v? ■ 

n 


ask you to read the paragraph that starts at the bettor; of? thepf* 


zace and continues on to the next naqe. 


.V: 


• #• 


( 


r aUw6; 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to read that 


oaragraoh? 

«p ^ -• 






Mr. Rocca 


'h-huh. 


Mr. Goldsmith. That paragraph,. I believe, makes 

\ 4 

reference to a tape recording that was provided to tr.e FBI ; 
by the CIA and Mr. Hoover is indicating that some agents 
of the FBI had reviewed that tape recording which, although 

» i" 

it was purported to contain a recording of Oswald's voice* 
the acents were of the opinion that it was not, in fact.. 


k .m 

: - A- 

; ‘ . ? 

• 

* & 


••'’It 
_i- hi" 

-•JUs 

: M 

* s 

* r 

* \Hjfe 

: it 

* -V i 

" 

. ip. 


Oswald. 


D 


o vou know arm'thine about that tape recording? 
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Rocca. i regard this as a total rr.ixup cf various 


<1 

"T •! 


leads , inaccurate, and reflectinc at the moment — 2 3rd 
November — r.o one had sorted out anvthine. I thin)*: this 






eoilamses or its ov;n veicnu or*, tr.e oasis or one evioence. 

— 

' Mr. Goldsmith. Die the Aoencv ever have a taoe record 


6 :] 
^ i 


of someone whom it thought to be Oswald, and it turned cu - 
that the taoe record!no was* in fact, not of Osv/ald? 


Mr. Rccca. Mot to ov !:r.ovledca. 


co to 


my knowledge ♦ c 


Moo to rriv knowledge directly or incirectlv. I have 


never r.earo or suer. f oecause uni 5 v;as or 


1 t “ v , 


‘-he thincs that 


1 tried verv hard to establish — that is, v;as there anv 


corr-us of evicer.c 


that could be associated directi' 7 with 


Oswald in the orielna] 


- *» +. 


tnincs 


I alwavs drew a blank. 


1,0 1 asm. an. 


"'hat did vou do to trv to establish 


•i-U c ? 


Hr. Rccca. Askinc recole about it, whether it 


existed or not. 


.Mr. Goldsmith. Did vou talk to -in Scott about that 


I 

V 

’ C 'i 

• :| 


in Mexico City? 


-0 ;l 


Mr. Rocca. \o, no. I never talked to Min Scott during; 


the oeriod at all. He was down there. After all, I was not inj 


r* . ' . j .. 

‘.'^r *- 


a c 


siticn to, and I have no recollection cf having done it 


later on vher. he visited. 3ut it r.ay very well have come up 


in the '€5 or later 


JL. Ct. w 


visits that he had. 


r 

But in any event, in ir.y opinion. this is srrr.ply a ir.ixuy 
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Again, it's the photograph — I would say ycu ari 


coin 


4 


♦ t 


to hava to sort this kind of thing out very carefully before 
giving it evidential value. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 197, 


3 1! 


srecificallv oaracraoh number two 


r or the record, this is a cable dated 23 November* 19 


to headquarters from. Mexico Citv. 


(Pause) 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review tia' 


naracraoh? 


Mr. Rocca. Paragraph three? 


— W JL w . X wpA • • 


Mo. tv;o 


(Pause) 


Mr. P.occa. Yes. 


It bears out what 


JL wo 


s savina earlier 


•; i 


i u JL. • 


Goldsmith. The oaracraoh indicates in relevant 


part that the station was unable to compare voice, Oswald's 

voice, as the first tape had been erased prior to the receipt ) 

«. 

of the second call. :• 

« 

My question is as follows. Is it reasonable to infer! 






. i 


- I 


i i 
.1 


from that that in fact, on November 23, 1963, one of the tapes * 

♦ * 

1 i' 

was still in existence because the author of the cable doesn't, 

tT 

I 

say "station unable to compare voice as tapes have been 
erased." Rather, he indicates, "Unable to compare voice 


as first tape had been erased prior to receipt of second ci.il, 
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suggesting tf.at in tact one of the tares was still in 




existence. 


hr. Roccev. 


o i i ^ 


’U. A* 


is a strain 


obstruction 


oe :..n: 


^ — n 

^ ^ i« 


r sen 


eraser. 


anc 




that 1 s' what the rp.eanino was , as far as X can see. 


hr. Goldsmith. Have ,; ou ever reviewed this cable 


befere? 


Rocca. 


i * _ o 


was ore of the cables that I included* 


in a batch of materials that I assembled in coinc ever the 


, 1 • f— 

— ^ ^ ^ c - *r r\ 

\ • - _ X _ W- — V*r , 


: r. Beiin. a core bach tc rt-' statement that all of f 


the efforts that i cade to trv to oin com extant tares 


produced noth mo with resoect to Oswald, and 


-. 70 ; c f~\ 
/ / Qb ^w 


3 stole 1 


onlv to oe 


he tapes after the 23rd preserved. And, to rSy 


< J 


:i 

1 i i 


knowledge, they are still preserved, but I am not certain iof i 


•« fi 

• , ■ 


But I cic. not draw the inference you did, let ; smut it 


that wav. 


! Mr. Goldsmith, When you read this paragraph, did lit rf 
occur to you possibly that that would be a reasonable inference 


”! > :i 




to craw? 


Mr. Rccca. Me, no. « 

w 

X • 

I certainly don’t want tc get into any kind of per$cnaj 
difference here on it. I would net have drawn that inference.; 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

Mr. Rocca. In the light of v-mat I’d been assured. 
Hr. Goldsmith. I want vou tc understand that I 
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con't intend to force any inference upon you and I ourroselv 
phrasec. tin 9 cu^stion in the sense that is it a reasonable 
inference, and you have given your answer. 

Let's take a look at CIA — 




:( 

t 

t 

i 

* 

^ \ 


' \ 

m, 

Nrf I 


- l! 
/ 


Mr. Rccca. Let me look at it again. I mean. 


arte: 


all, it r s been a while 


Again, this goes back to the people on the snot and 


t 

■pt. 

■ i< 


« 


T » T h p 


nev remezrber, not what I feel or thine about it f tl 


n 


+*■ 

if 


7 i 

t 

•i 

1 


I recognize that if I should have shotted it. I should ha\ie. 



! Q 


uL basically tne people ar.caced at the time can answer ; arid 


mi- 


tp- 


1 J 


1 c 

' 


•» 
. I 


1 

i! 


N 

1 

I 


. * 
f 


their statement is that these things were scratched, ware 
rubbed, were removed, and they were not extant. And it w. 
only after the 23rd, after the assassination, you will 


J. • V 

liii* 


U 


1 


'reserve all the material. t think that went out in a cable 
:hat cane out cf headquarters. 


•t 

■ i 


■V 
, • ** 

• 


:: In view Os-wald in Soviet Union, in fact he claimed cn-.il 


•'J 

-trV 
Vlr . 


1 October, LIENVOY to have visited" — "station unable to 


‘ M 


ccmnare voice* - 


~0 I 


A 


•*— 


I 


Frankly, I think that this is again a very — my * 
feeling is that this is again an example of the kind of loose 
language that is written and that you see on ether parts of! 
the record. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


r.'. 




- it. a- 

i ' IX 

' ■% 
» ■. 

• iv.’ 
t 4?£ 


¥ 




0m 


>!r. P.occa 


This, while it is possible that what you 


i 

i 


say is sc, my feeling is that this., in effect, says that they 
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were unable to make anv comparison. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let’s review new CIA number 205, which' 


- X 1 


is a came iron Mexico ; 


7 to the c.irector, also catec 


2 3 November ; 19 5 3 . 


■ Mould you "'lease read oaracram number four. 


(Pause) 


Mr. P.occa. Yes. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mow oaracra^h number fo; 


• 1 1 • .- •—*. X '-»■ d 


hat the transcriber of the conversations involved stated. 


that Oswald v/as identical with the cerson who had caller: 


from the Cuban Embassv to the Soviet rmbassv prior to October .1 


first. 


Is it reasonable to infer fr 


oaracranh number 


fou: 


on CiA number 205 that the transcriber made a voice ccmoartsoni 


n:r. P.occa. 


it of his head. 


ir. Goldsmith. Are you indicating that — 


■ z i 
'' I 


. Mr. Rccca. And thev are creed. I would have no cufestii 

— - * 

t 

that he is richt. But he didn't make anv comparison. I don’t 


knew him 


I don't knew his talent. But that would be ~v 


' ,v 


C. tp 


20 : 


« * .* 


statement operationally. 


Mr. Goldsmith. New, someone readinc this paragrao. 
ho dees not have knowledge of Agency operating procedures 


or 


.he manner in which transcribers operate or are trainee 


micht. readinc this in a straightforward manner, think that 
a voice comparison had been made. 
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Is that correct? Are you shaking your head yes? 
We'll go ahead and let you verify it. 

Mr. Rccca. If I answer yes, this is a purely hypo¬ 


thetical case. 


0 :! 


_ i 

i 

• i 


y 


. i . 

— *i 

* • ,i 


20 : 


% . • 

p _ ♦ ♦ 


* 


Mr. Goldsmith. I understand, that. 

Mr. Rccca. As I say. it is like -.any other things 
that occur in the record which can be interpreted hypctkeijtica; 
as incicahi.no intent cr knowledge. 


Mr. Goldsmith. I am purposely qualifying the que£tic*|f 

'• *> 

£ 

m- 

to sav that if someone doesn’t have any knowledge of Agency ;|| 


jrccecur^s or _h e talent and uraimnc t h d t go e o in to 


JL. U 


naVir.c cf a oood transcriber, he might thing that a voiced J 

f 

comparison has been made from, reading paragrapn nun^e^ _op.r. A 

j y 

Vy 

• 3 

Do you have an explanation for this paragraph? ., i 

j % 

t think vou cave one but 1 v/ould lake to hear in agari^ 

>V 

Mr. Rocca. Yes. S 

■ r 

, . 

‘ty 

■ '"he explanation is that this represents the typical | 

~ •* 

} J 

function of a transcriber in recalling what you would call l 

X • It 

”eyeballing’’, but this is ’’earballing, ivhat he hears. y. 

i - 

t a * 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, effectively, seven weeks after ?| 

* % 

Oswald had contacted the embassy, the Cuban Embassy and t£e 

1 

j i 

• > A 

Soviet Embassy, without having a chance to listen to the facer.| 
and compare voices, you are indicating that the transcriber 


could still have 


memory of that and make a valid comparison? 


Rocca. Yes, and he would probably be able to do it 


Mr 
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V. W .1 


^ - * «. 4~k iU 
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tocav 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


T» - r- 


he Agency station in vexico City ever obtain 


nhctccrravh of Oswald as a result of its ohctosurveillance 


operations against the Soviet and Cuban Enbass-- and Consulate?! 


♦ *, 

1 X, 


— • ^ 


r.occe. To my .cnowiecge, it era rot. 


Icidsmith. Let's examine CIA number 24P. 


oulc von oisase read this memo. 




* - ■ 


(Pause) 


fd- 


• A » w W w . i a. -* » 


'^r the recorc.. cms is 


C T3 


ero 


•3 


^ u ~mas massed to M: 


L.;G <_ 


Dm 


I 4 k 


amen or tne .?\si vim inrcrmat3.cn on 


r 

,| the photo coverage of the embassies in Mexico City 


Tne memo i 


is dated 27 Movember 


1 rs ~ ~s 


Is it accurate to say that according to this memo.. 


he photographic coverage curing daylight hours of the Cuban 




Soviet embassies in Mexico Citv vas continuous in 


d i .< 


nature? 


Mr. Rocca. Mo, it is not accurate. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mhat is vour interpretation of the 


memo, Mr. P.occa? 


Mr. Rocca. 'veil, in the first place.. I have no 


<• . / 


~4&i 


ccmmeter.ce to iudoe this memo because I have had no service 


# 

Am- 


in Mexico Ci tv and must therefore relv on what has been criyen 

•A 


, y 


i to me in the course of experience ever the years by people 


vno were 


O A 
v „ 
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20 jj 




One of the points that I explored, again in that thina 


that I did for I T r. Belin, was why there was no photographic 


coverage on Fncay. 


hr. Phillio told ire that the machine was down on 


icay-, tnerefore this is not right 


25 i - 


:-cn 


knew whethei 


it is or no 


v ou see. I am in a bine. here. I am telling 


you wr.at i c.c Know. 


i: r. Goldsrr. 


r.ith. I understand that. 


Nevertheless, according to your answer on the record 


Rocca. On the record it’s wreno. 


Zoicsnith. I didn't ask vou about the accuracy 


of what the memo sav 


I or.lv asked you if accordinc to the 


memo the ccverace v;as continuous in nature. 


am net askinc 


you -whether the memo was riaht or wrong. 


am. s rmnuv asr.ir.c 


vou ’whether accordinc to the memo the coverage was continuous 


m nature. 


Rocca 


That's v/hat the memo says 


hr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


I will also indicate for the record that the memo 


continues to say, "However, weather conditions and other 


factors affecting any photographic efforts required, of the 


ccverace r.ct be considered as total or complete. 


r* 

• * • A O w • 


Ac air*, r.v researches in 19 7 5 showed 


that there were large lapses and very grave difficulties 


because o 


f the ooerational situations that prevailed in the 
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various quarters 


- i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Nhat was the reason that you cisccvere 


whv the ohotosurveiilance unit did not obtain a ohotocrsoh 


of Osvale? 


• Nr. Rccca. Because -- 


think the cuesticr. vas ciprec 


raised bv Mr. Beiin. Hov; come vou didn : t cat a picture o(f hi 

*'r. Goic.srp.i.tih.. ’’hst > 7 a.~ tMs reason that you c;a.ve; 

Mr. Belin? 


c I 


Mr. Mecca. 


r ~VU — "U 

i .id ^ -_ii 


the nacnine v/as eovn. 


down? 


Goldsmith. For hov; many da^s was the machine 


Mr. Rccca. i cannot answer that. It vas down O' 


Friday, and perhaps on Saturday. 


As I sav. this is noted ir 


the memo that I wrote in 


: 75 and it’s based on a conversation with Mr. Phirlips c.r.t 
with his oecnle. 


■ z M 
•• H 


20 ;l 


•jOiasmi 




Do you recall vhen that memo v 


written? 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca 


as 


don : t know whether I have a note on the 


• y 


1 i 

f • 


cate. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did you retain a copy of the memo? 


Mr. Rocca 


I did not retain a copy of the memo. I 


do not have a copy. 


Mr. Golcsmi 


-* ^ U 


So, the reason that was 
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given by Mr. Phillips or Mexico City station was that, at 


least according to your knowledge, the photo mechanism was not 


''orkinc on that dav. 


Is that correct? 


YT 


P.occa. That's richt, and that doesn't assume , 


t 4 

■r-M 


a- U = f- +- - 

i A O. L> W A 


:ere rr.icht not have been • some other reason for not 


• '■^ ,1 


* •. ?V**a 

»•** - 


cetuina tr.e cover ace. 


r a 


‘■n. 

>«■! 


Goldsmith. Now, if we were to reconstruct Oswald’sit 


•; £* 


visits tc 


— mo 




an and Russian Eraoass 


O t! — — 


-L 30 




c-j 

• -t 


PA. 


h. _A_ • 


Ticcca . rhat * s v;r.a 


v * — 
»» . 


CP> 1 c c-nr i r> m Q 1 1 


i meme, I assure vcu. Tne Acencv, a 


; ^ i C t 

that' memo. 


we're goin 

c to get a 

hold 

v■ at this 

time, for 

some 







■ '&V-i 


has net made it available to us. 


But if we were to reconstruct his visits, we would 


see that he mace visits not only to the Soviet 


A- I? m t-> 


assy,.but 


V- 


tc the Cuban Embassy as well. So, did Mr. Phillips or whostievegE 


cave vou the exolanation indicate that both cameras were 

»l •• 


:.own ? 


Mr. Rocca. I cannot recall that detail. Put that, tdos 


■*=>*■ 

k'< 


> # 
; y 


would be taker care of — and bear in mind that these were 


i 


different implantments; these were different, and they hac 


different problems in management. As I say, I an telling you 


onlv what I know bv hearsay. The recede who v/ere there are 

mi ^ ■■■ — “ 


the ones who will have to explain 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did it strike you as unusual that 
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Oswald was able to visit the Embassies a total of at least 
five to six times without ever being photographed? 


*5 SI 

w M 


Mr. Rccca. No, not one bit. Mot one bit. 

1 have been in the field — I was in the field 23 


■» 


years,-and anyone who trusts machines and machine coverage 


C i 


is just placing his reliance on a false device. 


7 ; 


,et me say another thing. Saturday coverage was Inot ; ij| 


undertaken. So this was another thing. 


9 .1 
<i 


i 11 

You see, there are a number of things here, there; are 

4 — 


i vj ; 


' f 

» • J! 

it 

i 


*! 

^ J 


? 2 .1 

• 0 >i 


a number of substantive details that you don't have. 


c = 


aturday, nov; i recall-- and 


fK 

.his was recorded ini the 


memo — Saturday coverage was not — the coverage was stopped* 


ij because the embassy was closed presumably on that day. 


So, it Vv'ould be ■ generally speaking- beneficial tfc eg 


i.- :i ^ , 

; a no l d cf that, because I tried to oc over some o- tr.ese 

• f ' “ l 

;j 

10 j points as best as I could. 

• —m 

! t rriict- qau ‘•'"'at- 7 don 1 1 have tr.g mformation J. t: 


I must say that 1 don't have the information i though' 

A 


i I QIC. 

i \ 


. r • 

* 

h 


Goldsmith. Did the Agency ever consider it td 


m 

"0 * jp. 

• unusual that Oswald was able to gain admittance tc the Cuban ij 


- 1 'I 

• > *• 


* * • 
k i A 


22 i 


;! 


i Embassv on a Saturdav when the embassy was closed -5 


1 -Jf 

Mr. Rccca. Mo. All you had to do was press a button ,f t 


! ~ r, 4 * ^ 


.1 ana t 


here was a cuard. and he let vou in. 3ut masmucr. a$ it |i 


-- I 


I was a closed day, coverace was not extender tc tr.at periocf 


4 - 4 -^ 


that time. Thev did it afterward. As I recall, that was f 
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started 


Goldsmith. If the Agency : s records indicate 


that bv the entrance to the Cuban Ccr.s 


-..ere -’els a:: 


linouis 


! cr o 


camera that was activated automatically and that t-hafcfl 


camera - was in. operation on September 27, vh* 


_ XT J f 

Va b CH3 J- j 4- o u I 


dav that Oswald made a visit tc the Cuban Embassy, would you * 


^hinh that a ohot:c<^rsoh of Oswald would have beer, o.cta-inejjd? 


Oocca. There are two xanv luootleses. This is \ 


<-v>~ 4 


• || 

a. cascade of hvootheses, and I would really. oefore answering. 


in anv wav that would affect vcur cuastions tc others, wafit 


to know very, very clearly what the mechanics were, which 


is somethinc that I don't knew now. 


Goldsmith. I'm. not in a position by virtue ojp my i 

*• if T ; 


aarearert with the Agency to go into detail with you row on 


the nature of the ohoto coverage. ?o, i v;ill withe.raw th$ 


f## ■ 

ffrns 

. If 


cues tier.. 


Mr. Pocca. Aoain, let me say that tr.ese lapses 


in coverage are absolutely a built-in part o:c tna hazards;of 


•the business. 


Mr. Goicsmi 


*-U 

:— i 


.Waa 


die Mexico City station ever 


criticized for failing to obtain a photograph of Oswald? 


Mr. P.occa. Not as far as I know. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Critizec — was the Mexico City 


station criticized? 


Mr. Mecca. No 


I saw nothing to that effect in ar.v 
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I •! 


of the outcome marenai or in any of the discussions. 




hr. cOicsai 


so, even though Oswald visited the 


embassies, you are not surprised by the absence of a ohotecracf 


c.r. -.bccca. I was rot. 


^ ♦ ♦ 
/ ; 


Mr. Gold snith. 


Do you knew whether the D3I had ad v 


independent telephonic surveillance of the Soviet and Cubsin 


'mb ass"' a 


Ccnsu 


late? 


cocoa 


-.c, :. co net. 


' t— r-p i -- _ 


Are vou famiiia 


r watn the crvrtenvt^* 




Mr. Rocca. 


— dll-.. 


This is a cryptonym for a Cuban defector, who is 


unknown to me• but who at a certain stage provided material 
that was given to the barren Commission by the staff, or 
directly, cr both. ! 


Mr. Gcldsi..irn. Dm you ever meet with. AM.MUG? 


•; • 

* 4 


C :1 


20 ;! 


1 

7 J I 

4 . * 


Mr. Rocca. Mo, no. 


hr. Goldsmith. Is it fair to say that AJMMUS provided 


4 -U JT - ‘ 


tne CrA with information relevant to the assassination 
sometime in 1964? 

Mr. Rccca. I can't judge that. I do net know. 


I can't really appreciate the thrust of his material. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mhen did you have occasion to reviev 
he material that AMMUG had provided to the CIA? 


Mr. Rocca 


I actually never went over it, except to 


r* r\ v T 
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le ert:snt 


^hat it's in the Oswald file. I am not trying to 


be evasive. I simply cannot remember w 


:hat the thrust of this 


inforr.ation was. 


• i 


t - - V" C 

1/ - 


s 3 ion was tn 


"9 o 


rcvided the first rea-J.i 


- * i 


^ T*' ~ f 

~ 1 s/ J -- 


icanr, '.arc ire 


crr.aticn on the DGI cmer. -••cv; —- 


I vras 


struc./linc for it this morning, it must have teen 


(Rodriguez 


i r err 

w -A*. -w- * * • - < 


/O-r 

_ V v/ *- 


u-I-0 Loose? 


Mr. Rocca. That’s the man. 


As a consequence, this was 


of sicnificar.ee. But lit 


came 


; _ i „ rr i_ 0 1 Q r\y qQTQ h i T* G - 

m iatS: » a a. ° °. *- - “ 


Is that correc 




fell, I'm. asking you. 


!ir. Goldsmith. I will show you some documents which 


/ill refresh your memory m a moment.. 


Mr. Rocca. 


l'V i/sv tnrs v7aS consicerec ve^-y e.. 3—* - 

-» - 9 ' 3 


and was being handled by a case officer, appropriately 


ecuiooed with AM21UG. a had no 


direct counicance of that* 


for examcle, as I had with the Golitzin material on the *ussi| 


side. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did you know* about AMMUG in 1964? 


> • 

» i * 


-- 


-ir. r.ccca. The name ana u 


hat he had information I 


ad 


heard, yes 


Mr. Go 


Idsmith. Did you know that he was a former 


DGI acent or case officer? 


Mr. Rocca. The quest 


ion is where. 


r* rr* T n^'-T rr> T 3 

r j. u . t — j. j i. 
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'Ar 


Go-lg s 


smith. Pardon me? 


1 1 


'•r. P.occa. where ha was. I mean, he was net m 


* I .Mexico, as 1 recall,- v/as he? 


u. *_ 


he was seme-.-’here else 


a :i 


Yes. The answer to your question is yao . He a 

DGI defector. But I thought he came cut of Paris or London 


cr something like that. 


Nr. L-omsrut.:. 


he ! ii show vou seme documents tnat>1 


A I 

'r i 


will refresh vour memory on hum m a moment. 

hr. Rccca. This is, again, a mart that I am not 


reallv exoert cr. in anv U7 


a'r. But I ar. perfectly willing to 


he usee as a backboard for anyth' 1 ’ 


hr. Goldsmith. Did Mr. Helms or Mr. Ar.gietcn ever 


express ar.v ccr. 


*■» ^ o 


about AMMUG beino disclosed to the w arren 


Commission? 


:s ii 


Mr. Rocca. Mot as far as I know. As far as x knew, 
hev disclosed him tc the Warren Commission. 

-A 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was the Warren Commission told ab<$ut 


2C : 


AMMUG being a DGI employee? 

Mr. Rocca. That's my impression. I may be totally 


n 

3 ? ii 


wrona about this. 


.. ■* .1 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall what information, if 
any, AMMUG provided to the CIA in reference to the Kennedy 

assassination? 

Mr. Rocca. As I said, I think he provided the 
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. I 


: ! 

• 

l 

■ i 

.1 

- '! 


first inside information on the DGI's aspect of the Rezidentur. 

i 

in Mexico City. But precisely what he said with respect to ; 

« 

* 

who was where in Mexico City at the time I cannot say at 


this moment because I don't have it in my memory. 


i •! 


7 ! ! 


Just a second, now. Let me try to work it out. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, for your sake and the 
purpose of refreshing your memory somewhat, I would like ato 


v • 


show you some CIA documents pertaining to AMMUG which, I jthini 


after they are reviewed, you may have a somewhat better 


recollection of this particular individual. 


I am going to give you CIA number 1879 and would like* 


to ask you to skim that through CIA 1892 — no, CIA 1894. 
That would probably take you ten minutes or so. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I haven't read it in detail, but 


^ * 'J 

<-» * * 


„—j 


# ! 

1 

*# 


•»• J 


certainly I recall this. The case officer was 


and 


we did provide the questions that he was able to elaborate. 


What can we talk about? 


Mr. Goldsmith. Was there another case officer who 


debriefed AMMUG? 


Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, no. I mean. 


was the individual who was in charge. 

* 

Mr* Goldsmith. Do you knov; whether a CIA case 
officer, whose last name was Langash or Langosh ever debrijefed 


AMMUG? 
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r* 


_) 


Mr. Rocca. No. "Langash" — I remember no such name.! 


Mr. Goldsmith. According to a memo dated 5 May, 1964 , 


CIA number 1879, the first paraqraoh indicates that priori 

~ * 




to October, 196 3, Oswald visited the Cuban Embassy in MexjLco |m 




- ) 


City on two or three occasions. Before, during, and after 


1 


I 

t 

i 


these visits, Oswald was in contact with DGI, specifically 




m 


i 

'i 

n 


i 


with Luisa Calderon, Manuel (Dega) Perez, and Rogelio 




■ i 
. i 


Rodricuez Looez. 


4 

& 




n 

0 

3 

# # 7 i 

i 

• • ~ .1 

Mr . 

Rocca. Wh 

rr 

D* 

ro 

~ i v 1 

r • 

^ i 

. « » 

Mr . 

Goldsmith. 

rr 

0 

— * i 

Mr . 

Rocca. My 


Who was the chief. 








Rodriguez was the chief? 


- •• I’*. 


Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that he was the chief 


'4; 

-TV* 


That's why AMMUG gave us the first real information on th-4 


i 


" A" 


* <•% 


- :i 


organization of this Rezidentura. 




- 


* 

' *** 


Mr. Goldsmith. What followup was done on Oswald*^ 








apparent contact with DGI? 


a • 




I a i 


Mr. Rocca. Well, there was no followup, quite 


I 




# — i 




1 ~ I 


apart from just this information. I mean, these are the 


r i. 


r-*;t 

4- 


people — there was nothing to be done. Luisa Calderon 


,w. I't 

■ ,-j». 



m V f 


was one of the people that we had gotten a telephone tap on 




H 

• i 


She is one of the persons who made a very peculiar comment* 


• 


*+ « <1 
m I 


t: 


in the course of it, as I recall. These other people arejSi 



/«- 
J 


J *+ ++ 


I 

'j on the spot. It is not possible to get any additional 


t 

-l 


ir -i 


information if the station doesn't develop the assets. 


Li \ 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did AMMUG give any information as , to 


& 

■ 1 


whether Silvia Duran was a DGI employee or agent? 
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Mr. Rocca. I do not know, unless it’s stated here. 
She was the receptionist, serving a mixed bag, there, of 


people. 


So I don't know that. 


.Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether Luisa Calderon 


was a DGI agent? 


<?$; 

•8 

W 
& . 


Mr. Rocca. No, not except for this, which says 


if; 

% 


that she is 


m 


■$. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Was this information all given tog the § 


Warren Commission? 


Mr. Rocca. As far as I know — all of the AiMMUG 


™- 

iff 


* 

; 


i information was given. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do ^ou know whether Luisa Calderon was 


ever employed in any capacity by the CIA? 


«■ 

'-t. 


Mr. Rocca. No 


I do not know that 




* v- 9 




Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 1392 arid 

. > 

1893, starting with this paragraph (indicating). Just 
read this paragraph through to here (indicating.) 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. I have no comment on this. 

As far as I know, there were no traces that sustain 

this alleaation. 


* - i 


f. 


* • 

■ 

i':,, 


.. 
♦ 

i 

i ■ 

*v 

I' 

m i 

r. 


* 

■m. 


% 


•'\r 


Mr. Goldsmith. For the record f the allegation in /that 

.i 

document is that Calderon was or may have been connected 


S' 


to the CIA. 
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Is that correct? 


When I say "is that correct," I'm saying is that 


what the allecation is. 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, that is the allegation. But this 


involves almost three levels of hearsay. 


C ! 


/ i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


‘ l 


I don't -want vou to infer anything as tc the commijtteep 

- " * # 

I 

view on this particular issue. ' 

S - : 4 '"' 

3 

Mr. Rocca. I'm not going to underwrite that at all. s r 

t: 

I just don't believe it. v 

W' 

Mr. Goldsmith. We’re not asking you to underwrite it••=$ 

t ti 

, ' '. ',t, 

We’re simply asking you whether you have any information dhat ^ 

- r 

would either rebut or verify that allegation. 

• . >” 

Mr. Rocca. I understand that. Ultimately the que£stiof| 

, - ‘ j* 

reallv ought to go to the people in WH division, Mexico-Cuban, 

% . 

^ . . - —* V 

♦ ■- 

who have the records and are in a position to verify this.:; 

* 

i . 

They forwarded no information bearing on such a thing. I ; 

* 

assume, therefore, that the thing is not so. :* 

Mr. Goldsmith. When you read this memo at the time thft 

9 

you were working on this issue for- the Rockefeller Commission * 


£: -- 




were you concerned by the allegation that Calderon was a 

« 

CIA agent? 

Mr. Rocca. No, no, no. It didn't come to my mind 
at that time. I don't remember where in that memo I gave it 
any attention, either. 


. 
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- i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Apart now from that allegation which 
I understand to be hearsav -- 


< 


. i 


not acres. 


• i 

!| 
1 ' 
.1 


/ il 

'1 

ij 

i 

- i 


■ * 


here. 


Mr . 

Rocca. 

Wei 

i, 

>0 

Piniero 

1 s 

the 

Mr. 

Goldsmi 

th. 

H e 

Mr. 

Rocca. 

Yes 

« 

You 

know, this 

is 

-v- 

-L I 

there is 

no 

f ac 


he chief of the service. 


He is head of the DGI service 




I mean, he is a verv important jhan. 

— X. i-f 


M 


. « 


shouldn't tarry and try to give it evidential or factual 


;! sianif icar.ce. 


; ; i 


'! 
- < 

» 


^ i 

I 


• t 
I 


•I 


I 

• 

j 

i 

•• 
•t 

I 

i / 


!S ; 




:c 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, no ore is attempting-, to 

attach evidential significance to these documents. The 

* 

purpose of this session is to address questions to you th^t 
would help us shed light on the documents. I don't want you 
to think that we infer from the documents that everything 

4 

■ ] 

contained in the documents is accurate. 

In fact, that's the reason we are going over the 

documents. The record does not speak for itself. 

\ 

Mr. Rocca. That's very good. As I said, I don't wfnt 




S'. 

vM 

* • 
£ 

* : v, 

& 




Vi’ 


■h 

% 






1 
* 
t 

^ ) -• ^ I 

1 ■ i ~; 


* 

to get into a position of hostility here, because that is not j 
my purpose. 


I v^ 


* 

,! 

22 i 


.1 

•I 

il 


y ; 


On the other hand, as you stated yourself, certain* 

of these paragraphs read in completely legalistic fashion 

by individuals who really have not been exposed to the 

operational vicissitudes — let's put it that way — will draw 
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conclusions that simply aren't correct. 

Mr. Goldsmith. The reason that I am deposing you 
today and have deposed many other Agency employees is to attei 
to clarify questions that are raised by the record. That 
perhaps gets back to one of the first points that was madje 
earlier in the deposition, where you made reference to the 
record and I indicated that the record needs to be examined ; 
and we can’t rely exclusively upon it. 

Mr. Rocca. She f s a mysterious character anyway. 


t C i 


. / t 

•i 

• * •! 


As .ar as i Know, t.nat has never been clarified. There are ” 

tV- 

subsequent reports about her, as I recall, travelling 

■'» 

around and bemc set up by the DGI. So, you can just keep ; 

% 

<' 

that in the back of your head. You are goinc to have a \ 

* 

i 

continual problem with her. ' - 

k 

■<2l> 

Mr. Goldsmith. These memos also mention that as Wjell Jf 
Mr. Rocca. There is a whole stage of receding 1 

mirrors that you can't really ever get to the bottom of, withotl 


•i ever getting her into this- kind of proceeding, settling down K: 


• i 


■i and questioning her. 


:o ; 


, * t \ 


C. 




Mr. Goldsmith. Mow, CIA. number 1900 is a memo 
dated 5 May, 1974, which basically consists of the results 
of the debriefing of AMMUG. It lists a series of questions 
that were presented to AMMUG and the answers to it. 

I show you that only for reference purposes now. 

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that these questions 
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were very carefully thought out by members of the staff. 


members of my group, and that we made the thing fully availabl 
to the Warren Commission, which is really the thing that 
concerned me more than anything else. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


■*.*» 

ih 


Please listen to the question that I have for yoiji 


®i 


now. 


I just showed you a document that was dated May 1 
On May 6, 1964, according to document number 1898, some 
followup questions were presented for the purpose of having 


i* 
■:? ^ 


m 



ft 


them be addressed to AMMUG. So, we have a second set of 
cruestions. 

Now, the memo dated 8 May, 1964, which is CIA nurtjbe 

"} Thiat 


■M 


.-■f : 

fc 


f 


1891, was prepared by case officer 


t 


ft 


is the one I would like you to examine now in a bit more i3eta|f 


It appears that what Mr 


•C 


^|did, unlike his iearl 


;Vp£\ : ^ 


4 • 

report where he specifically mentioned or listed the question 
that was addressed and gave AMMUG's response, here he simjply 


r-. 

,iUt 


-..f. 


summarized the briefing session. 

Ji 

I am wondering if you noticed that when you examified 




. % 


m . 3 
« » 


!! 

I 




• *• i 


i 


this document for the first time? 

Furthermore, why did Mr.£_ 


J depart from the 






! 


f 

t 

.i 


earlier procedure? 


Mr. Rocca. Well, it gave us relevant information, 

i 

I think that is what probably what we were primarily concernec 
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♦ * 
i ■- 


Frankly, I would not have held to this format. 

This is the format you were referring to in the earlier quest!; 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 


Mr. Rocca. The sixth of Mav. 


Coming back on the eighth, he is giving us the re 


■i really in capsule, I would judge, rather than settinq thejn 

2 : 

.j down, and that would anticipate that this thing would simply 


:| be written up more formally somewhere. 


Is there such a sort of wrap-up report where the 


it thinas are? 


Mr. Goldsmith. No. 


Mr. Rocca. Well, this may be all he did, then, on 


i the thina. 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, you don't have an exDlanation, 

mm * 


then, on the departure from the form that was given to Mr. 

! / 

* . f 

: r* *l to a<3dress to ammug? 

• 3 

. ' i! 

i 

' Mr. Rocca. Here again, it would be a question of 

t • r. 

I 

.1 consulting with Mr. Dooley or Mr. Pratt— I think that Mr. : 


• a m 




il Pratt had joined us by this time — to find out exactly 


i 

i what had transpired between them and f 




one or the 


. 


„ j other or both — to determine whether there was any kind of — 


- W 

• 


^ • 
I 


■ * I 


Mr. Goldsmith. What was 


J position at that 


•i t ime ? 
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Mr. Rocca. He was the case officer for AMMUG. 

Mr. Goldsmith. He was simply a case officer? 

Mr. Rocca. Yes. He was handling him. Presumably 
he was very keen, as the memo reflects, on keeping the .man 
safe and out of the oublic eve. 

^ ate 


Mr. Goldsmith. Were you satisfied with the compl$ten«|l 

i % 

of r 3" rs P° rt? I 

m 

i %■ 

Mr. Rocca. I certainlv didn't raise anythinc at the 

• y '”x‘. 

♦ 

time. It seemed to me to tell us a lot of new information tha» 

3 p 

bore directly on the question on the Cuban side of it for <the J| 

* 0 

first time, which, you remember, as I said this morning, vias # 

i 7 

i g 

a oart of the whole situation there, from the Cl ooint of 1 41 

Am 9 ^ .3 

■ *> 

•it 

view, that I know least about. The KGB Rezidentura was cljear 'A 

y * 

: 

fa»;‘ ' 

! * if/: 

but what we really didn't understand was the Cuban setup. | 


For the first time we were beginning to get information. 


But mind you, this man did not have direct information? 

« 

about it. He had heard it from people. I 

Mr. Goldsmith. When you say "this man", you are 

j 

referring to AMMUG? ; 

I 

Mr. Rocca.' AMMUG. i 

I 

J 

In other words, he is not a Golitzin or a Deriabin,. 

r • 




or 


* i 


^ i 


that kind-, that is, who can tell you directly. 

Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, would you indicate 3 


who Golitzin and Deriabin were? 

Mr. Rocca. These were Soviet defectors who had conje ou 
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i i 


^ er ^ a ki- n a Soviet defector who defected in Vienna 

in 1953-1954, and Mr. Golitzin defected in 1961. Thev are 

* 

KGB officers. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was all of the information contained 


in the.AMMUG memos prepared by Mr. ■ L. 


Tj given 


to the 


Warren Commission? 


Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, it was. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know in what form — 

Mr. Rocca. That's what I don't know at the present 


moment. 


i . 1 . * 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was it given in memorandum form oir in 5 

I * 

- ! briefing form? 

*1 

I 

* ' Mr. Rocca. I would judge that it should have beei* — 

I J • 

- i I have actually — I have almost the conviction or feeling 

# - ' 

* i 

. I . i 

• that we promoted a meeting between members of the staff of thel! 

• • ’ ;> 

. .• ^ 

: .j Warren Commission and the case officer. In other words, they f 

i ] i 

• # T - 

' ,i were allowed to confabulate. They were encouraged to. J 

:i ' ■ .J 

• £ 

2 •• # .f 

' 1 Mr. Goldsmith. So, you think there was a conference | 

i -; l 

» .| ; 

r > between the case officer and — 

I 

- ! Rocca. And the Warren Commission staff. 


j 

j Mr. Goldsmith. Which staff members were involved? 

♦ 

i 

j Mr. Rocca. That I couldn’t say. 

« 

j 

! Mr. Goldsmith. Certainly there would have to be a 

* • 

« 

• t 

i 

i record of that meeting at the Agecy. 

• . 
t 

I 

Mr. Rocca. There would have to be a record at the 

l 

4 
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Warren Commission, too, if it happened. Now I am not sayinq 
that it did happen. I have the impression, however, that 


there was certainly no intent to deny the Commission 


lUii 


access to the information. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you 


know whether the Warren Ccnmis 


‘I 


was given the information that AMMUG provided with reference 


to Luisa Calderon? 


Mr. Eocca. I'm almost certain thev had to have it J 

- £< 

,'A 

1 i 

because there was an intercept on it, and this bound down pne i 

- >*■ 

K. 

. i .k 

asoect of the intercept, which was a very Peculiar phrase that*'- 

_ W ^ ,‘yS' 

she used — "He cot what he deserved" — or somethinc like i 


.) that 


Mr. Goldsmith. We will cet to that intercen 


1 momentarily. 


Mr. Rocca. So, I must say that this’Calderon thing 


must have gone to them. 


Is there not a memo by Mr. Dooley there which says 


■ r I 

‘ 'I 


i 


that the information went to the Warren Commission? 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. I am going to show you now what the 
Agency has indicated to us was made available to the Warren 


\ . i * 


Commission. 


.1 


-- i 


In response to your question, there is no particular 


memo from Mr. Dooley indicating what went to the Warren 
Commission. 

I would like you to examine CIA number 1929 through 
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< 1 


.1 


- !| 


* i 

I 

.1 


CIA number 1933. 

This is a document that was made available to Mr. 
Rankin on May i5, 1964 in reference to the information that 
had been provided to the Acencv bv AMMU-O. 

I would like you to review the document and then 
specifically to review the actual information that was 
made available to the Warren Commission. 


Mr. Rocca. Do you mean that Mr. Rankin is not a njemb 


ev; 

i 

• » 
i 




k 


..CriV-i 



y l 


'! of the Warren Commission? 


f 


4 v 

P 


Mr. Goldsmith. I didn't mean to. differentiate betdweeill 


•I 


Mr. Rankin an.c the Warren Commission. 

Basically, what I was saying is that the document : 


i- i 


I, 


: j number 1929-1930 is the memorandum, the transmittal memorandum^ 


t . 


! that indicates what information is going to be provided, apd t 


i -• i 


» 

j source of the information. And then, what you'll see in pfges 




■iH 


1 ' 

tC I 
:l 


1 

/ -I 

.1 


CIA number 1932 and 1933 is the actual information that was 


i - 


made available. 


(Pause) 


« 1 


; 


~ * :l 

m * • 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review 


those materials? 






— ! 


M.r. Rocca. Uh-huh. : 

i 

. i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do those materials make any reference I 


to Luisa Calderon? 


Mr. Rocca. I see it — and I say that they do not.’ 

Goldsmith. Now, AMMUG provided information on — 
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! Mr. Rocca. I don't see it — here, anvv/av. 

: Mr. Goldsmith. Now, AMMUG provided information on 

4 ^ 

I 

i 

j Manuel (Vega) Perez and Rogelio Rodriguez Lcpez and Luisa 


l 

i -i 


I Calderon and the memo that you * re studvinc new refers onlv 
i to (Vega) Perez and Rodriguez Looez. 

• 4 

I 

:l 

: l Is that correct? 


^ ’ # 

/ ! 


Mr. Rocca. And Duran. 


9 .1 


• ^ • 


:! 


Mr. Goldsmith. And Duran, yes. But there is no 
reference to Luisa Calderon, is that correct? 

Mr. Rocca. There is none. 

But. as I say, I cannot explain — Mr. Hall, who 
this, certainly did not include that on it. But I cannot 


f 


;; accept that that material did not get to the Commission 

4 

♦ 

* 

4 

•; somehow in seme way. 


) i i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let me review another document 




•J with you. 

♦ * 

i 

: Mr. Rocca. That is, my impression is that Mr. Dooley ' 

I * 

J passed all of the information to them. 


’= 1 


There certainly would have been no reason to omit 




her. 


Mr. Goldsmith. I would ask you at this point to review 


4^. ^ J 


,i CIA number 1307, which is a brief for oresentation to the 

f 4 » 

I 

■ • 

President's Commission on the Assassination of President 




i Kennedy dated May 14, 1964. 


I would like to ask you to review specifically CIA 
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i 


number 1927 and indicate to me whether there is any reference 
to Calderon specifically or any of the other DGI individuals. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. There are no soecifics worked cut. There' 

- : 

is simply the generalization that a source is being debritefedj 


and the Commission staff is in the course of being briefed 


on it. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Who actually cave this briefinc? 


Mr. Rocca. 


have no idea. 


ii i 

't 


I c 1 

i w i 

\ 

i 

I 


,c i 

.. : l 




i 

,U t 


Mr. Goldsmith. Would that have been Mr. Helms or 
Mr. McCone? 

i 

Mr. Rocca. I judge Mr. Helms, but I can't be certain 
I would rather imaaine Mr. Helms. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 1906. ; 

(Pause) ^ 

Mr. Goldsmith. My question pertains to this document 
right now. Let's identify it first. 

Would you identify for the record what this is? 

Mr. Rocca. It's an internal memorandum from Mr. 
Ancleton to me indicatina that the DDP, Mr. Helms, has beeh 
scheduled to go before the Commission and he wants a short/ 

i 

but comprehensive, memorandum which highlights the basic 


:: i 


.* i 


issues or positions entered into by the Agency and its dealings 

fS 

with the Commissions. 'f 

* ' f 

In other words, that's oresumablv what came out of it..* 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Mow, this is dated 12 May, 1964, 


* i 


is that correct? 


* i 

- I 


Mr. Rocca. That is correct. 


Mr. Goldsmith. The memo for you from Mr. Angle tor* 


- :i 
*1 


t 

7 i! 


is dated 12 May, 1964. 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


! 


Mr. Goldsmith. Is it fair to say from the text of th|| 

memo that the Acency was extremely concerned about the m 

^ M 

sensitive source, AMMUG? In other words, here was an example # 

: ||| 

of the Agency being concerned about a sensitive source? ^ 

, 

Mr. Rocca. Well, there is always this sensitivity. M 

^ 1 i;5r 

Mr. Goldsmith. I’m asking you to look only at CIi$ 19flp 

!; 'm. 

■ m 

Mr. Rocca. But you've already shown me the brief. |v 


That's what I was looking at. ,i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Okay. You'd like to look through 

H 

the brief acain? 


Mr. Rocca. No 




10 : 




I was only going to point out that the very first 

• *r 

\ W 

oaragraph of the brief refers to the sensitive source, which p t 

is AMMUG — somewhere along here — it’s one or the tabs, || 

• ' 

•t-i' 

Tab E, I guess. 

** i 

So, there was within the limits of the prescription .*• 

comprehensive and at the same time extensive information, A 

Mexican and Cuban phases. In other words, is the point t|iat < 

4 

, >*" 

4 - 

we weren't mentioning it — because we did mention it? 
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i * 


Mr. Goldsmith. There are a variety of points and I 


7 ! 


2 II 


; .1 


; :i 
- .! 


; i 

7 •« 


:r. :| 
1 ~ '! 


T T ! 


♦ ^ 

• / * 


* " \ 
*' «| 


r, ; 


^ i 


. _ / • 




really am not able to indicate to you right now what all the 


points are, Mr. Rocca. 

My concern here with document number 1906 simply is 

! •. «i 

1 1 

whether the Agency was concerned about the sensitivity of. "3 

'■’i ♦ 

•7 

■ ■ 3 

AMMUG and therefore wanted to protect him as a sensitive 1 

*.l 

i 

source. ^ 

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that it wasn't any’greJ 

i I 

than anything else that was coming along. ,j 

! 

i I 

Mr. Goldsmith. The AMMUG defection was no areatet * 

M 

* 

* 

i 

than anything else that was coming along? i 

* 

j f, 

Mr. Rocca. Than any of the other techniques, sources^ 

•' 
«• 

and methods that we had been concerned with. 

■ 

i 

In other words, I'm trying to — you were asxmg He * 

■'V 

whether this qualitatively was of greater significance than : 

• j 

I 

anything else that we were engaged in protecting, and I cajh't ! 


remember that it was. 


Mr*C 


• ■ 

considered it as very important from the 


9 

standpoint of his own security and the security of his ace|it. < 

~ 9 

i 

« 

• - 

But I don't recall any draconian impositions, "Don't say aihytiy 

about AMMUG." : 

• * 

* * 

Mr. Goldsmith. What did Mr. Angleton have in mind; j 

♦ 

when he said the following to you in the memo: "I informed 
him" — that is, Mr. Helms — "that in your view this would 
raise a number of new factors with the Commission; that it 
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should not go to the Commission prior to the Director's 


appearance unless we have first had some preliminary reaction 


or made sure that the Director is fully aware of its implicatid 


since it could well serve as the basis for detailed cuesticni 


Mr. Rocca. (Nccs r.ecativelv) 

—' j. * 


I haven't the faintest notion at this time of wh 


B 

t'i 


was involved in that. 


«!*: 


n 


Mr. Goldsmith. You'll have to soeak un a bit, Mr. 


Rocca 


Mr. Rocca. I mean, it doesn't bring tc mind a par:- 


0\ 


nr 


ticular series of considerations unless they would relate 


directly to the handling cf the individual, who he was, whjat 


position he had, and all the rest — in other words, involve 




the actual surfacinc of the source. 


■m 


Mr. Goldsmith. Accordina to this memo, it also 


indicates that the DDP, Mr. Helms, stated that he would review 


this carefully and make a decision as to the question - of timing 


Was the Agency concerned about the question of timing 


in terms of when material would be made available to the 


Warren Commission? 




? •! 

I ' 


:v 


Mr. Rocca. I think it refers to timing with respect 




v 3 * 


to this particular matter, in view of the fact that AMMUG 


had just come out. 


Overall I would say that they were not concerned with 


the question of timing. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 1950 throuch 
1954. This is an excerpt from a memo that was nrepared by 
you on 23 May 1975 in response to the letter of Aoril 15. 
1975, from Mr. Eeiin. 




(Pause) 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had occasion to review those 


pages now, Mr. Rocca? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes 


-<$ •: 

' 

y.f 


This is the memo I wrote for Y.r. Belin. 

Mr. Goldsmith. For purposes of clarification, were 


there any other memos that you prepared for the Rockefeller 
Commission? 

I believe, for example, you indicated earlier that 

t 

you -- 

Mr. Rocca. Yes, there was another memo. There- w$re 

■ f 

two memos that I prepared. 

: Mr. Goldsmith. Then there is one other one. 

Mr. Rocca. There is another one, and it had a 

\ 

total documentary appendix which won't tell you anything 






% 


■'•is 




you don't know. But it simply sets it out in what I ccnsflderj 


to be the necessary way to try to make any sense about 

This is not that memo. 


Now it's very clear here that I have evolved in my 
views with respect to the importance of Calderon. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you tell us for the record 


* 

L 


m 


• r * 

/Tt 
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CONFIDENT! 


what the subject matter of CIA number 1950 to 1954 is? 

In other words, you've just reviewed several pages. 
They've pertained to Luisa Calderon. 

•I 

Vvhat is the nature of the relevance of Luisa Caideroii 
to this case? ' % 

At 

Mr. Rocca. The relevance is that if she is a DGI ' |j 

agent, then the intercept becomes important. But this wjks - J| 

■ • 

V 

not something that I recognized in 1963. I recognized it< 'f 

■ 

in 1975, because at that time I read the whole case. o 

Mr. Goldsmith. For purposes of clarification, what ^ 

■ ’ IT ■« 

■ * f - . 

is the substance of the telephone intercept that you are< 

•_%= 

■> 

referring to? 

• * 

* 

What does Luisa Calderon say? j 

* 

Mr. Rocca. She doesn 1 t say a thing. That's why it 

\ 1 r t - 

is totally nuance, and I would never go public on a matter *' 
of this kind. ; - 


Mr. Goldsmith. What is the nuance to which you 
referring? 


Mr. Rocca. The nuance is that she is — she phrases 


ii 

• « * f 

* r 




V 


;! what possibly had happened to Kennedy as "what barbarians 1 ;" 


I mean, it indicates an emotional setup, an emotional ; 
attitude toward what had happened. 

> 

Mr. Goldsmith. More fundamentally, doesn't her 

‘ i 

statement suggest the possibility of foreknowledge on her 5 


part? 


CONFIDENT! 
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; Mr. Rocca. I used the word. I used that word and 

j 

i 

2 j you used it just now. But I'm not going to go into a court 

) 

i 

♦ 

and say that it does because I have no evidence that that 

• i * 

{ ' 

- -j indicates foreknowledge. In and of itself it could indicatefij 

• "r 

* f'. 

•yf.: • 

- j anything, because we don’t know enough from the intercept 4 


about it. That’s why I said this was nuance. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Right. 


wow 


, at first glance, on reading that transcription, I 


1 

it would not necessarily take on any particular significance 

V 1 

, j 

standing alone. I believe the way you refer to it is po&sib! 

■ r i fj 

boastful self-indulgence or hyperbole on the part of an 
individual. 


However, does it not to you take on added signiflean 



in light of Luisa Calderon’s alleged connection with DGI7 

i 

Mr. Rocca. If we could prove it. All the evidenbe 


’. ' V . 




•- ; is against it. 


i 


;i 

1 i 


1 


Piniero denies it 


Mr. Goldsmith. No, no, no. 


Piniero denies that she was CIA. He does not deny 


that she was DGI. 


We can refer back to that memo if you would like 


to clarifv that. 


Mr. Rocca. No. I think you're right, yes. 


. - ; 


Mr. Goldsmith. We have AMMUG making a statement 


that — 
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Mr. Rocca. I mean, AMMUG is our source, yes. 

Mr. Goldsmith. And AMMUG says she is DGI. 

Mn Rocca. I'm obviously going under here. I'm 
beginning to lose the track. 

4 

:4 

Well, you're at the verv point I was, to be utter! 
frank with you, in compiling that memo. 

Mr. Goldsmith. The point I am trying to make is* 
if sne were DGI, that statement would take on added 
significance. 


Is that a fair statement? 


Mr. Rocca. That was the reason I put it in 


• • 

I * i ' 

Vi 


would, in any event, make it a cause for state intervention 


or that kind of thing. It’s another one of these things 


4-I 


it's what I call the laboratory level of counter intelligence 

i S' 

;> "i, 

i 

where you consider evidence, really, the way you consider 

j I 

it, say, at a moot court, in a law school, that kind of thing 

» ♦ ' 

1 - 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was the Warren Commission ever given h 

'■ « 

a transcription of the conversation involving Luisa — • 

\ 

Mr. Rocca. Without question I would say that. 

i 

Without question. - 

They had the Calderon followup. They had the Dorticos .3 

1 f--? 

' * 

followup. They had the whole works. Not only did they nave 

" * 

it here, but they had it also when they were down at the 
station. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let me show you CIA number 1928 

C O N ? I D 2 \* T I A L 
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Mr. Rocca. It just becomes incredible to see these 
formalistic indications that they were not informed about 
these things because I know they were. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please read that document. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. It is just one page. 

Mr. Rocca. The fact that there is no reference to 
Calderon doesn't mean that there was no transmission. It 
means that this simply covered other materials. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would there be another record of the 
Calderon transcription having been given to the Warren 
Commission, and if so, where would it be? 

Mr. Rocca. It has to be in this very record. This 
is the first I have heard which even suggested that the 
Calderon intercept had not been passed on. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Let me just go back and review this 

c { 

document with you briefly. 

Mr. Rocca. As I say, this is not an exclusionary 

\ 

document. This simply covers what it covers. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Okay. 

This is CIA document number 1928. This document is 
dated 10 April, 1964. It has the heading, "Material from* 
P-8593, Station Oswald File Shown to Warren Commission." 

I take it that's the Mexico City station's Oswald; 
file. Then the document lists the translations of calls 
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made by Oswald that were given to the Commission. It also ‘ 

i 

refers to two other conversations that were given to the I 

* 

Commission. 

Mr. Rocca. But they already had had it in Washifigtorfe, 

'?s 

This only refers to presumably what happened in Mexico C^lty.M 


It may not be the full record of what they gave them 


there. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Mexico Citv station make 



the Calderon transcript, at least according to this memo, 
available to the Warren Commission? 

Mr. Rocca. I can't say that, not from this memoJ 
It doesn't state that. 

Mr. Goldsmith. The memo makes no reference at all 
to Calderon, is that correct? 

a 

♦ 

Mr. Rocca. It does not. 

i 

That does not affect the Commission's knowledge bpcau 

1 

it simply doesn't make any sense that they wouldn't know Of . 

.9 l 

the Calderon aspect, in my opinion, at this stage. 

t 

Mr. Goldsmith. Where would we be able to find a • 

i 

formal record of the transcriptions that had been made ; ; : 

m 

ff 

available to the Warren Commission staff? 

Mr. Rocca. They should be in the formal record ot th< 
material transmitted to the Warren Commission and in theit 
own records and logs. 


(Pause) 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, assuming that the committe< 
would be able to get clearance for you with the Agency, do 
you think that you might be able to find the record of this JR 

■ ' ^ ‘9 

J ■ -v'-J* 

transcription having been given to the Warren Commission? 3 

v. * 

*' . 

•, ! 

*• . * 

I think you can understand the importance of the: « 


issue 


Mr. Rocca. Of course 


Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you 


We will attempt to arrange that to see if you can 


help us on this point. 


Mr. Rocca. That would include, obviously, goingito 


WK area? 


Mr. Goldsmith. Whatever is necessary for you to :!help| 

v> 

* 

... 

us verify this particular issue or resolve this particular § 

; i \ * 

issue. r 


Mr. Rocca. The thing that would be of greatest use 


would .be if you could get the other memo. 4 

: * •=/ 

Mr. Goldsmith. We will also make an effort to obtain:. 


that memo, I assure you. j 

I 

* 

t 

Mr. Rocca. Because, it had, as I say, a selection » 


of documents which represented in a sense the only education 

■X 

that the Inspector General had had on the case, and they 
kept it in their file. 

i 

I had intended it to be used as a basis for the 
selection of materials to be given to the Rockefeller 




1 
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Commission 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


We will make an effort to obtain these materials 


and to review them. 


7 I 


Do vou know whether -- 


Mr. Rocca. That is absolutely — I find it absolute, 
impossible to believe that this was not among the papers* 


that were given to you, and I would want to assemble mv 

: 4 

troops and damn well ask them about it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the Agency nfed 

* i* 

any penetration agents in the Cuban Embassy in 1963? 

Mr. Rocca. In Mexico City? 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 


Mr. Rocca. I do not know that. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Let's refer to CIA number 1977 


Please read paragraph number 5. 


Mr. Rocca. Uh-huh. 


This is Ambassador Mann. 


Mr. Goldsmith. That's Ambassador Thomas Mann? 


Mr. Rocca. Uh-huh. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Now, CIA number 1977 is part of a 


i -kb 


cable that was written, in effect, by Ambassador Mann. 


Paragraph five indicates that Ambassador Mann wanted : 


Luisa Calderon arrested 


Do you know why Ambassador Mann wanted Luisa Calderon 
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arrested? 


Mr. Rocca. Because of the implications of her 

* 

involvement, possible involvement, as a consequence of the 

r 

intercept, I would assume. It's 27 November. The intercept 


had taken place on the 23rd, tine afternoon or the 23rd 
The Dorticos thing had been on the 24tin or the 25th. 








only basis that they would have had for any such actions 


would have been those materials. They nad them in the 

Mr. Goldsmith. What about Azcue? 


Mr. Rocca. He was presumably present and had ti|e 


altercation. 


ii 





• •V'lc- 

■ 


€; 




Mr. Goldsmith. Why would that be a basis for a:$rest§ 


the man? 


© 


\4 


Mr 


Rocca. To find out what he knew about it. 


The general tenor of this suggestion was pretty much 

■ J 

(scarehead) anyway, so you immediately arrest anybody that 


•: .-*• 


had any possible relationship to the man who did the kiljli 
is the way I would have interpreted it. 

So, they are all related — in other words, CO' 
in the documentary materials which had been assembled 
that time. 


> y. 


--V 


& 




Mr. Goldsmith. Let's take a recess briefly. 
'Would you like a 10 minute break or so? 

(A brief recess was taken.) 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, are you generally 

CONFIDENTIAL 






. >c- 


faifilii 


i 


m 


M 

i 


A L 







CON FI DENTIAL 


171 


with the allegations that were made after the assassination 
by the Nicaraguan named Alverado? 

Mr. Rocca. It's one of the cases that I wrote up in 


he memorandum I think I gave to Beiin. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you summarize generally for 


record what the allegation was? ■■■fS 

^ ’4 

Mr. Rccca. I think mv summarv probably wouldn't^ be M 

- * 1 .s 

worth the paper it's written on. 4| 

■ 1 >; 
^ - ' 

3ut, in essence, Alverado walked in the Emoassy on |f : 

• w. 
J? 

Christmas Day or somethina and said that he had been in the 

i m 

j . f§ 

Cuban Embassy or in the courtyard and had seen a red-headed : p 

• ’ i'j ■! 

Negro pass money to a young man he identified or who in % 

. * 
i-'f 

view was Oswald, :] M 

; ■, 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. "? 

% 

The gist of the allegation was essentially that || 

, 1 

Alverado saw — 

* ■'Cf 

Mr. Rocca. The money was $5,000 or sometning. || 

^ % 

\ : j|p 

Mr. Goldsmith. — a Cuban, a red-headed Latin Am£ricail 

* i > . 

; k* 

!j - 

pass money to Oswald at the Cuban Consulate and that thete 4 

.?■ 

was some discussion which could have pertained to a possible * 


assassination. ■* 

Does that strike you as a fair summary of the gift 
of the allegation, without going through the entire record? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, yes. 

He was discredited, of course, as a source, eventual 

i 
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by the polygraph 


2 I 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


T*7W 


v..en were these allegations by Aiverado resolved by v 


the Agency? 


Mr. Roc 


i judge some time in February, March \ 


■l 


m 

or April. I cannot recall exactly when, but they are a |art 1 




of the record, certainly. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Were the allegations by Aiverado* 

resolved at such time as he took the polygraph and failect it?| 

* >■- 
. "f 1 

Mr. Rocca. My feeling was that everyone regarded thi.|j 

as the best thing since Pepsi Cola until that happened. y 

' 

And then it just went down the drain. “ 

m 

X * ■ 

* 

Mr. Goldsmith. Let me give you a document, CIA nuitberif 
2099, dated 10 December, 1963, which is the summary of the . a . 
Aiverado polygraph test that had been given to him. 


Would you please briefly skim through these three 


pages 


Mr. Rocca. Please recall that I have not read this 


’: i 

' ■ ,i 


document at all, earlier. 




n 

♦ :J 




Mr. Goldsmith. This is the first time you are 


seeing it? 


Mr. Rocca. This will be my first reading 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. Yes? 
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Mr. Goldsmith. According to that polygraph result, 
Alverado did not pass the polygraph, and after being toid 


that he did not pass the exam, he essentially said, "The 




machine doesn t lie. 


it 


Is that a fair statement? 


Mr. Rocca. That's correct 


Mr. Goldsmith. Is it fair to say or appropriate 


’ a 

-iit 1 

’ > -V 




"«* Vf 


& 


to say that based upon that, the Alverado allegation had beet 


resolved, so far as the Agency was concerned — if you kinow? 

t 

Mr. Rocca. I do not know. 


■ •? 

j* , 

25-1 

i 


Mr. Goldsmith. At the time that you were involved in 

ft 

i s 

the Agency's investigation for the Warren Commission, at] thej 

f 

time that you were involved in providing information to ^the 

i 

Warren Commission for the Agency, was the Alverado issue: 


Ml 

t. 


pi’ ■ 


% 


still a live one? 


Mr. Rocca. I believe so — and it continued ali^e 
until.sometime after this date. That is my recollection. 
That is, into January of 1964. 






I can't account for this thing here (indicating) 


* 


because it is definitive, and that time lapse that I recall. ,J§> 


But it certainly continued and there were people on the | 

• ■ is4 

Commission who were interested in the Alverado who were 


dealing with people in Mr.T 


1 group 


on the details 


of the case, is my recollection, and continued. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, even though Alverado had failed 




4 


V-*. 


*-y 


•V* ■ 
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to pass the polygraph prior to December 10, the issue ivas 
still a live one at the time you became involved in the 
investiqation? 





Mr. Rocca. It was still being mooted, yes, dis^usSAM 


It was still being discussed. 

I would say that it had come to its end, though; 


It 

1 


M 

•; -t* 




sometime around the end of January, or that time. But these 
are just terribly impressionistic judgments. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. i 

I believe you discussed this this morning, but 3 jgain.|j; 


M 






m 

■ -.v... 

Ik; 


1 


*3 

A* 

e *'>* 




for my purposes, when did you become involved in the CIA's 
relationship with the Warren Commission? 

Mr. Rocca. On or about the twelfth of January, * 
from that point on. You get the evidence of it, I think, 
by the 31st, very clearly. __ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, in CIA number 2100, it indicates 
that he, Alverado, stated that he wanted to protest his 


unjust treatment and the fact that he was given money, since h 

■ * 

he does not believe in negotiating over death. 


Do you know anything about this allegation — 


Mr. Rocca. I do not. 


Mr. Goldsmith — by Alverado that he was given 


monev? 


r 


'W 


Mr. Rocca. No. 


He was an informer, of course, of the Nicaraguan 
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service and had been for some time. They had busted him 


out, or he had been blown, or something, and was moved to 


Mexico City and this thing developed. So, he could well have: 


been referring to that kind of termination pay that is 


M 


normal or whatever. 


hi 


But, as I say, this is my first reading of it a 


7i*S t ‘ 

m 

M- 


I cannot comment to it. 






Mr. Goldsmith. Well, were you told in 1963 thaf 


Alverado had made a statement about being offered money? i 


-y>- 


"vjr 


Mr. Rocca. No, no. 


I was told solely that he had failed the polygraph 


and that upon told that he was being deceptive that he nqjd 


-V 


<V>V' 




agreed — is basically the story I heard. This is hear sa$/, 






n ow. 




But it's not -- it's not too far off what that - 




says, I see now. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether his allegation 


; 

•tv»’ 


* } 


that he was offered money by someone was ever examined? 


Mr. Rocca. I do not know that. I do not know 


- 


4 ' ' V 


that 




But this should be followed up with the station p4oplei 


.. 


or the people who were in the station at the time, or who 


handled the case 


' fr-s 

}*r 


You could probably find the man who actually handled ‘ft 


Alverado and question him about that, that aspect 


CONFIDENTIAL 



fro.n the holdings of the National Archives HSCA (RG 273) 


CONFX DENT. I A L 


175 


: i 


The interesting thing — if we're finished with that 
and if I may just interject — 


w ■ « 


Mr. Goldsmith. Please do. 

Mr. Rccca. -- is the fact that he talked about this ji 
red-headed Negro, because the red-headed Negro then comejs |j 
into the story told by a woman. .fi 


Mr. Goldsmith. Elena Garro de Paz? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


Elena de Paz — D-E— new word — P-A-Z. ff 

.1 

So, if you believe in stream of consciousness in I 

< $ 

the way things happen, here they go. But my explanation;forIf 

* ' | 

that is that she read it in the Warren Commission reports 
or in some of the newspaper coverage, and that's the wayijit 

V; 


came out. 


% / 

i C I 

i 




3 


, - .1 


But I still took note of it in the memo that I'puit f 

;; % 

yr>, 

together for Belin as to those elements that suggested ' 

' »:>• x- 

nuance, because she was very persistent in repeating her .. if 

4r k.'' 

- :¥■ 

* =.. 

j 

story. But she also happened to be a personal enemy of q|ie W. 

V*: 

.«fjf* 

of the other people involved. j'lf 


. _ / • 




- » I 


Mr. Goldsmith. Silvia Duran? 


Mr. Rocca. Silvia Duran. So, there is a questiojh 


of conflict of interest. 


But there were people in the embassy who believed 


her and continued to report, and there is at least one 

State Department man who reported right up to the very mofient 
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‘ ) 


of his retirement. 


Mr. Goldsmith. I would like to show you — 


r ;! 


Mr. Rocca. 


On this detail. 


Mr. Goldsmith. —CIA number 1983, which is da t£d 


April- 15, 1964. 

It's a memo to Mr. Rankin from Mr. Coleman and Slaw! 

• 3 

in reference to progress in their area, which was Oswald's 




foreign travels. Specifically, on page 6 of that memo, § on * 

~i 

paragraph number 7, it indicates that the Warren Commission 

"IS 


i 

at that point had not yet been given a complete report of 

. j 
j ? 

the Alverado storv from the CIA. 

I wonder if you could respond to that? 

Mr. Rocca. I can't. 

I have no response to it because this has been libng 

. V 
* 

•y 

since — 


12 ! 


Mr. Goldsmith. That's paragraph number 7 


• / <! 




• : I 




- I 


*0 ■! 


1 ■! 


. .1 




Mr. Rocca. What is the date of it? 

Mr. Goldsmith. April 15, 1964. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. This is following their trip there 
and undoubtedly reflects their conversation on the spot. 

I think their note that we 'know informally and through 
highly digested written reports that the allegations havS 
been thoroughly investigated in establishing beyond a 
reasonable doubt as false" has really taken care of it. 
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:» 

• — i 

it •' 


x ‘1 


- ={ 


* \ 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes, although it would seem that 

r 

the allegation had been resolved several months earlier, 

» 

anc it is now the middle of April and they haven't received 
a complete report as yet. That's what I'm focusing on right 


new. 


Mr. Rocca. Well, as I sav, I think they got this 
as a result of being restimuiated bv their Mexican trip 4 -- 
ir I am correct in the timing. Obviously, if they wanted 
a rinai wrap-up report, they were certainly entitled to it. 
But they had the gist of it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Did you ever send them a final 
wrap-up report? 

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, I do not recall such. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Paragraph eight refers to additional 
information of a confidential nature. Do you know what 
they are referring to there? 

Mr. Rocca. With respect to your previous question, 
let me say that they did discuss this in their report. 


In the Warren Commission report 


In the Warren Commission report. 


« 4 

«i 

’I 

Mr. 

Goldsmith. 

-n -i 



<M» W 1 

Mr. 

Rocca. In 

^ \ 

Mr. 

Goldsmith. 

\ 

\ 

Mr. 

Rocca. And 




-- i 


Mr. Rocca. And it seems to me impossible that the; 
could have written what they did without having a complete 
and thorough knowledge of what had gone on. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did the FBI participate at all in 
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investigation of the Alverado storv? 

Mr. Rocca. To my knowledge, they did. But I have 


nor read their reporting. 

Mr. Dooley would have read 


tn 


That was one of 


n * c 


functions, reading those. 


VS ' 


73 
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i !■ 

d 
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i 

< * 
l 
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i 
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I . 

t 

i 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


Turning to paragraph eight, would you indicate if 

.4 

j t 

you Know what tne additional information of a confidential 
nature is that is being referred to there? 

i 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. I haven't the vaguest notion. 

Could I look at the rest of the memorandum to sec 
what tne other topics are, because that's the only way. 

rt may be a reference to the working out of the schedule} 

* 

in Helsinki. It could be a matter of the gun, the weaponiry 
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It could be a matter of the Minsk business. 


+. 

4 


Mr. Goldsmith. I would just assume that you not look 
at the rest of the memo at this time, simply because it's- 

\ i 

very long. If it becomes necessary to show it to you in the * 


M 


ruture, we'll certainly make it available to you again. 

Mr. Rocca. I can't guess at it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. While Mr. Berk is checking something 
for me, let me show you CIA number 2038. 


fail 






X 


ONFIDENTIAI 



p.eproduco'i from t.ho holdings of tho National Archive 


i 


< 


i j 

w I! 


i« 
,1 

— 1 

/ : l 


1 I 




:? i! 


: •! 


• — i 

■' 7 ;i 


:o ;l 

il 

•I 

t ! I 




CONFIDENTIAL 


179 


This is an information report on an individual; ’ 

the individual specifically is Luisa Rodriguez Calderon. It'i 
dated 26 April, 1965. 

The source apparently was AMMUG. 

Mr. Rocca. 196 5? .s' 

■f "Vl 

r 

• >■ 

* . 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. I 


The document contains a statement to the following 


effect: 


" T J- 


It is requested that the addressees take no action 


on any of the individuals mentioned in the personality 
reports without first checking with this Agency. 11 

I am wondering what would be their reason. 


Mr. Rocca 


That would be routine. This is a 


dissemination. 


Mr. Goldsmith. That does not indicate to whom thse 

1 * 

1 

report is being disseminated. • 

I 

Mr. Rocca. Well, there is a letter and the letter •t 

. : .• * yj 

is simply not reproduced here. But normally this would have.f. 


gone to all agencies in the intelligence community that 
a counter intelligence interest. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


What would the purpose have been of the qualifying 
or restrictive language in that paragraph? 


Mr. Rocca 


The caveat. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 


Mr. Rocca. I would say that it represents the normal 
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practice in dealing with a live source of this quality and 
sensitivity and represents inter-agency practice. 


. i 


(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. I mean, this is simoiv a cuestion of 
keeping other peoole from Getting into the source, without 
letting you ^now that they are doing it or getting on to 
the development of the leads. ' 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would ail disseminations to other 

* 

m 

agencies contain restrictive language like that? 

i 

Mr. Rocca. I can't say that all do, but I have 
written many of them mvseif and I have read many of them 
myself -- 

Mr. Goldsmith. And it is not at all uncommon foil 

them. 

Mr. Rocca — that is it exactly. I wish I had stated 
it that way. It is not uncommon. 

In fact, it is quite common. 


.. < 

. i 

;l 


* i! 


m . i i 


v. > —' * . — 
* r. 

v _ $ 




Then again, it is designed to keep the channels — 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 1991, ( 

> 

which is a memo dated 1 June, 1964 in reference to Alvera^o. 

i 

The memo is to Mr. Rankin from Mr. Helms. Specifically 
refer to paragraph four of that memo. 


> , 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the Warren 
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Commission ever received a copy of the Alverado polygraph 


report? 


Mr. Rocca. 


I do not. 


* 1 


i: i 

« 

i* 
* < 
# 

i 

■ -i 

i 

i 

•3 ;j 
■« 

, : l 

I 

:? 1 


Mr. Goldsmith 


Would there 


be 


record of that 


race, had the report been given to the Warren Ccmnissicr.t 


.•X ' 


<• } 

w ’ 


Mr. Rocca. Mr. Hall prepared this, 
very carerul operator — he has passed on. 


He was a 


It strikes me that somewhere there must be another || 

i hji 

memo that goes along with this. | 

• ; i 

;t IQ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would there be a record of the pdjyaraj* 

’ ■ M 

report having been transmitted to the Warren Commission iff, H 

* 

in fact, it v;as? :# 

i i 

Mr. Rocca. Not necessarily. There might have befen 

a memo saying we regret or something of that kind. But, as 

; 

'fir;.'; 

I say, I can't say one way or the other. . % 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, the Agency never compiled a list 

t V 

u 

of materials that had been provided to the Warren Commission? .Jjf 

Mr. Rocca. In a single log? 




Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, no. This I regret, ' 
to be utterly frank with you. 

In other words, this is the final report that they- 
were talking about. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I'm not sure I'm following you. 


Mr. Rocca. This is the wrap-up report that Messers: 
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Coleman and Slawsor. were complaining -- well, not complaining', 

n 

strike that -- that they were saying had not been received. 

♦ 

New I dealt with both of them in a very friendly ;way„. 

; j 

Mr. Goldsmith. So that reoorc was made available to 

* 

them on 1 June, 196 4? 1 

.4 

j ® 

Mr. Rocca. Which follows very closely after their 


line J 


report and we were struggling to get some of these ti 


done, and it took time. ;« t 

Wf\ 

• Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the Warren . § 

•; >' 

* r' 

Commission was ever told about Alverado making the allegations 

' .1 

that he had oee.n orrered money? * h 

j ,1“ 

Mr. Rocca. I cannot say that at all. I have no ■} 

■ 

r I 

recollection of it. .j 


Mr. Goldsmith. If he ha 


^ _ 


Mr. Rocca. I read it for the first time in that 

statement that you gave me. 

Mr. Goldsmith. And the Warren Commission makes no' 

’i 

reference to that. 

■i 

Mr. Rocca. Well, the reference is enigmatic, as I 

11 

see it. It could refer to a lot of aspects that might not 
be directly relevant to what was going on. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Certainly. 

Nevertheless, had the information been given to t$ie 

Warren Commission — I am not saying one way or another 

whether or not it was — but had it been given to the 
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'! Commission, it is conceivable that the Commission would have 

I ^ 

I * 

wanted to examine that point further. 

■i : 

\ 

1 ' 

<j Are you familiar with the allegations that were made 

; by a Mexican citizen named Gutierez? ;> 

; ■ h* 

i . & "■ 

i _ H 

! Mr. Rocca. You would have to tell me mere about 5 if 

1 V *"*v 

:j % 

!| Gutierez, because I don't recognize it from that name, \ 

:! 4^1 

il tnough it may again be one of the things that I took up. M 

n {a 

• 5 -f 

j Mr. Goldsmith. Gutierez was the Mexican citizens who® 

■i !] m 

i 

I ‘j 

i said tnat he saw an individual whom he later recognized to ?-■ 

I | 

j J&:, 

:! be Oswald leaving the Cuban Consulate with another indiv^duaj§| 

■ \g 

I 

’I and that the individuals were discussincr something sinister. f 

M ,1 ■ # 

j Gutierez may have further alleged that he saw money change i| 

: | • f 

; j hands as well. 

■ i ;■ - 

:i ;v 

:! Please read number 1979, which will adeouatelv r^jfredt 

i _ y 

your recollection, I think, on his statement. 

i» 

(Pause) 

i 

i 

; Mr. Rocca. Oh, this is the famous "observed in % 

• ‘tSi-v 

i mid morning." •'=? 

* (Pause) ; 




« 

Mr. Rocca. I would simply have to restudy the I 

whole thing. It just doesn't register with me. I mean, 

• i 

I would have to go over the report. I think this is another • 
matter that they did discuss, the Gutierez lead. 

The real question that comes up in my mind there 
is whether this might not have been done more or less in 
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the FBI line. It certainly doesn't ring any bell to me. 

♦ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Essentially, to refresh your memory, 
Gutierez alleaed that he saw Oswald and someone else leaving'. 


.he Cuban Consulate, that the individuals got otf in a car, | 




took Off in a car. He overhead a conversation that was, at 


i \-. 

ilv. 

J 


least to him, sinister in nature and made an allegation ;jthat|j 

J 

a payoff was supposed to have occurred, possibly in thatj car| 


Does that — 


Mr. Rocca. This is something that, as I say, I nave?. 


"M 


M 

m 


no recollection of, and my feeling is that the Bureau dijd 
whatever was followed up. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Why would the Bureau have invesfcigapi 








this matter as opposed to the CIA? 

Mr. Rocca. Their jurisdictional authorities, i mean 
were de facto in Mexico and they ran over everything. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Bureau investigate Alver^do? 
There, it seems, that the Agency was responsible’: 


' * 

«Y 

'At 


i * • 

y/ 


for resolving that issue. * 

Mr. Rocca. That might have been some kind of local, f 
private treaty. But de Paz, for example, they did the * 


initial work and discredited her as a source 


It was w4> 


that is. Win and the Embassy man, who continued the interest % 
in it, with the Bureau's knowledge. 


But my feeling is that they would not have accepted 
our investigation in a matter of that kind. They would have 


’ • 

i 

• 

,r 


x.r. 
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gone over it themselves, and they did. They spent hundreds 

I 

and hundreds of hours just going around Mexico City checking • 

* 

m 

t 

up on Oswald. 

• r 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, your impression, then, is that | 

■■f.: 

the Bureau, rather than the Agency, investigated this issue? | 


Mr. Rocca. Could have. I mean, I'm trying to expia* 

;-j | 

why I don't remember anything about it. That certainly i 


doesn't strike a bell. 


Now, it may strike a bell withj^ 


or somebody 


else.that actually was vested with this area. 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Agency ever attempt to 

determine whether it had obtained a photograph of Gutierqz 

♦ ' 

outside the Cuban Consulate or Embassy? 

Mr. Rocca. I cannot respond to that. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether Gutierez was i 
ever polygraphed? 

i 

Mr. Rocca. No, I do not. 

v * 

i 

You see, I draw a complete blank on this one. 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. i 

a 

If you don't remember, I'm not going to press you . 

on it, Mr. Rocca. We are certainly not here to attempt • 

• • 
to simply create testimony. So, if you don't remember, I sra • 

just going to withdraw. 

Mr. Rocca. Well, you will find people who will j 


remember, I am sure. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 2020, and 


read that document. 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rccca. I knew of no follcwuo or ar.vthir.c of th 
kind, as a matter of fact. i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you identify the document 


for 


the record 


Mr. Rocca. It is a cable to the intellicrence, the 
counter intelligence community — White House, Department 
of State, and the FBI from the Agency on Oswald on the 
26th of November, stipulating or setting forth information 


from Mexico regarding an alleged relationship between Oswald 


;#ij 


Jfc 
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ana Arnesto Rodriguez, who lives in New Orleans -- Arnesjfco 

'ji 

Rodriguez — and runs a Spanish language school, and is < 
anti-Castro. 

- ♦ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Does the cable also make reference 
to a tape recording? 

Mr. Rocca. According to Maria Rodriguez de Lopei, 

V 

her son-in-law has a taped conversation with Oswald. ; 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether this allegation 

r 1 

i? 

either of Oswald's connection with Arnesto Rodriguez or 
the fact of a possible tape recording was ever investigated 

f- 

bv the Agency? 

Mr. Rocca. No — and it would not have been. 

Mr. Goldsmith. The reason for that would have been 
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what, sir? 


:| 


Mr. Rocca. This is strictly within the investigati 


responsibilities of the Bureau. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the Bureau 
ever pursued this lead? 

• • 

Mr. Rocca. I do not. « 

A 

4 

3 Hi 

This is not a matter -- in other words, this cattle, || 

in its entirely, is not anything regarding which I have any ;|l 

3 ; 

background information. I don't know, therefore, whethejr # 

i • 'U 

this was investioated. ; t 


i : i 

~ 'I 

•I 

7 


2 >• 


:? i 






Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. i 

Mr. Rocca. I assume, however, that it v/as. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now earlier, Mr. Rocca, you made; 

reference to an allegation by a woman named Elena Garro de 
Paz. 

% 

Mr. Rocca. That's correct. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you state generally for the! 
record what that allegation was. 

Mr. Rocca. Well, again, I would prefer to answer; 
the question having the benefit of a re-reading of the 
summary that I gave for Mr. Belin. But not having it at 

this moment, it was she who came in around Christmas Day,? 
not Alverado. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Right. Alverado came in shortly 
after the assassination. 
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Mr. Rocca. So, I correct that part. It was she. 


She had become involved — she is a highly 


controversial right wing personality, (a poet), and had 


become involved in a situation with the secretary or the 


receptionist at the Cuban Embassy 


Mr. Goldsmith. Silvia Duran? 


Mr. Rocca. Silvia Duran — was a relative. 




They were hostile to each other. There was a long. 


apparently, background to that effect 


But she came in with a story which concerned 


essentially the passage of money by a red-headed Negro at 


the Cuban Embassy. But I cannot recall what her evidential—si 


what the crux of her evidence was in this. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou recall whether she was refterri 



to having seen this red-headed Negro at the Cuban Embassy 


or rather at a party that was being thrown by Horatio 


Duran? 


Mr. Rocca. You're quite right. It was at a party 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether this allegation 


was ever investigated by the CIA? 


Mr. Rocca. My feeling is from just reading the s 


record — and this came after, when I was working on the? 


thing, reading the file in connection with Mr. Belin's 


request — that Mr. Scott pursued it very thoroughly. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Incidentally, you indicated that ; 
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Mrs. de Paz went to the Embassy around Christmas Day 


Do you recall what year that was? 


Mr. Rocca. Oh, yes 


It was the end of ’63, early '64. And, if it wasn't 


Christmas Day, it was New Year's Day or the weekend, because 


there was -- her story was that her life was in dancer 


. m 
V. 


She had reported her information to the Minister of Interior J§ 


or to the Gobernacion. They had put her up in a hotel. 


I mean, there was an entire scenario which she read 


There were very few probative and evidential details to 


sustain her story. 


According to the record, as I remember it, the FStE 


epresentative regarded it as simply not so. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether she was given & 


polygraph? 


4 

Mr. Rocca. No, I don't think she ever — I remember 


nothing in the record that shows that she was poiygraphedj 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know why she was not polygr 


whereas Alverado was polygraphed? 


Mr. Rocca. Was she? 


Mr. Goldsmith. I'll rephrase the question. 




Do you know why she would not have been polygraphed 


when someone such as Alverado was polygraphed? 


Mr. Rocca. No, I can't answer that 


I think that probably it was because of the I 
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certain couldn't -- I certainly can't answer ror the people 


who were making the operational decisions on the spot. I 


can guess that her story was simply not believed or there 


was sufficient disbelief not to warrant that extent of 


imoosition on her oersonality. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Are you certain that Elena Garro;de 


' » 

Paz went into the embassy in December of 1963 or January" 



» 






of 1964? 




Mr. Rocca. No, I'm not. I mean, I'm guessing 


\4r 

rtf'-'*' 


entirely. 


if 




Could it have been a year later? 


.’r'j 


■4k 


Ah 




Of course. It was the next year that she walked in 






It was the end of : 64 or the beginning of '65. I recall 




now that this gives the link, because the Warren Cominissijon 


I 

t* 

rT 

* . < 


had already issued its report which had mentioned the 




s J 


red-headed Negro and the lead, and therefore in reading njer 


•\v 1. 




story, there always occurred the virus that she had simp 






'M. 


taken advantage of an evidential detail which was already 


in the public domain. 


i v.-. 

* V . 


'4r- 


This is now my recollection 


This is after the Warren Commission had completed'. 


>•* 
- ftU} 


its work. 


Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, according to CIA 


-■vi 


number 1957, which is part of the lengthy memo that you 
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prepared for Mr. Beiin, you indicate that the first reference: 
to Elena Garro de Paz, or the first time she formally made 

« 

an allegation on the record, was on 12 October, 1964. f 

Mr. Rccca. And the Warren Commission came out on the. 
firsc of October. 

V* 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you pie'se read throucn CIA t 

' j 

number 195/ tnrough 1959, those three pages. 1 | 

* *!-;£ ’ 

/s 
•J 

(Pause) ■' 

' - P- 

Mr. Rocca. Yes, indeed. This was my writeup of i 

the case, retrospectively, as one of those elements i 

.re 

"?i* 

that had happened after the Warren Commission had looked f 


after this, that suggested the possibility of Cuban invo 


or that something further could be and should be done about i 

* 

the Cuban asoect, should be undertaken. 

* » 

Mr. Goldsmith. That document makes reference to an 

* 

• • 

individual named Carvillo, who allegedly detained Elena Garro. 

• . 

de Paz at the Vermont Hotel in Mexico. 

I. 

Do you know whether Carvillo ever had any connection ., 

• . 

\ 

with the CIA? f 

« 'V 

* i 
> 

Mr. Rocca. No, I do not. 

$ 

'* 

Mr. Goldsmith. What about June Cobb? Do you know 

whether she ever had any connection with the CIA? b 

■ < 

Mr. Rocca. I do not. 

She is a — I thought you were going to say DGI. i 

Doesn't she come in in some kind of — 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether she ever had any 


f 

1 

: i 

I 


connection with DGI? 
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Mr. Rocca. This is -what has been alleged in the 
record, but I can't accept that as evidence. 

As far as I knew, there is no investigative 


suostratum ror tnat. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou know whether anyone ever 


$5? 


p}L 
■‘/JiT 
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c 

o 

ip 

*s< y ! 

approached 

Carvillo and 

asked him-- 

1-^ 

M 

i 

* 

* ’ 7 \ 

: 1 

Mr. 

Rocca. No, 

I do not. 
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Goldsmith. 

— why he detained Elena Garro 
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Mr. 

Rocca. No, 

I do not. 
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Certainly that part of it entered into the period 


of '63, if she was telling the truth 


Of course, we don't 
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i w 


ii 
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know whether she is telling the truth because she told h£r 

a 

story for the first time, as far as the record is concerned, 

U 

* ^ 

in '64, at the end of the year. 

For that reason I inserted this into the record of 
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episodes that struck me as being at least interesting frdra 


the standpoint of re-reviewing the file, from the Cuban 
point of view. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 2055 
Mr. Rocca. Where would that be? Are we using 
this number (indicating)? 

Oh, I see. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you review that item? 
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(Pause) 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Would you identify that document? 
Mr. Rocca. This is a response by Mr. Helms to — 
a memorandum by Mr. Helms to Mr. Rankin, General Counsel of 


/ ■; 

:i 


the Warren Commission, regarding allegations pertaining to 
an intelligence training school in Minsk, U.S.S.R. 

Mr. Goldsmith. What is the date of the documents 

-.4 

Mr. Rocca. I'm trying to find it up here. Maybaj 

1 

"7 

you can help me. 

4 

Mr. Goldsmith. The document appears to be undated, 


so we'll just have to refer to it again as CIA number 20 


It is possibly 5 June, 1964? ; 

.!< 
' $ 

Mr. Rocca. I would say that that's close enough,. | 

' V 

^ $ 

r 5 * ;' 

.> : : 

inasmuch as Tom Hall, again the analyst who v/orked on Soviet I 

•1 

matters in R & A, prepared it. ? 

The allegations — what would you like me to say about 


this? 


■ - i 
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Mr. Goldsmith. According to that document, there) 


was no reliable information indicating that there was a 
training school, an intelligence training school in Minsk, 
is that correct? 

Mr. Rocca. That’s correct, yes. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether subsequent to the 
time that this document was written any information was 
obtained indicating that, in fact, there was a training sphoo 
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of an intelligence nature in Minsk? 

Mr. Rocca. As far as — to my knowledge, there was 


no sucn. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, I think that this might i 
an appropriate time to break for the day. 

I have, I would say, no more than two hours of 
questions remaining. t 

I would ask you to refrain from discussing or ;; 

r f 

disclosing any of the testimony that you have given todav 

il 

;> 

-i 

to anyone else. i 

May I have your assurance on that point? 

a 

' * 

Mr. Rocca. You may count on it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you. 1 

:i 

The reason I make that point is because the conunttte 


when it takes a deposition, does not have the same effective 

n 

i 

authority as it does when it conducts a hearing in Executive. 
Session. 

Mr. Rocca. I note that from your ground rules. 

But you may rest assured. ;i 

» 4 

.Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

4 

I didn't want you to infer from the fact that I lias , 
asking that that I consider that a risk in this particular 


case. That is a question or a statement that I routine 


n 


make. 


In any event, I think that we will resume questilnin 
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tomorrow morning at 10:00 o'clock. 

Thank you for your time today. 

Mr. Rocca. All right. 

* 

(Whereupon, at 5:00 o'clock, p.m., the taking of- 
the deposition of Raymond G. Rocca recessed, to recommence 


on Tuesday, July 18, 1978, at 10:00 o'clock, a.m.) 
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i 

RAYMOND G. ROCCA, ' 


called for examination by counsel for the 
pursuant to recess from the preceding day, 
of the Select Committee on Assassinations, 
House Annex Number 2, Second and D Streets 


Subcommittee, ; 

in the offices j 

* 

Room 3370, i 

. -i 

t 

*■ H ; 

, S. I\ T . , Washingtofi, 






D. C., beginning at 10:20 o'clock, a.m. 

For the Subcommittee : 

MICHAEL GOLDSMITH, COUNSEL 
CHARLES BERK, STAFF MEMBER. 


when were present: 


■i 


4 

J* 



(The witness, Raymond G. Rocca-, having .been * ’{ 

* 

previously sworn, was called and testified as follows:) 

*rS 

- i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, I would like to thank you- 

i 

for being here today. 

I would like to remind you that you are still under i 

oath. 



Before we get started on the actual substance of 

the deposition, I would like to ask you whether you discussed 

the substance of yesterday's deposition with anyone? 

Mr. Rocca. I did not. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

I believe yesterday v/e finished the session with a 

* 

4 

brief discussion of whether there was an intelligence training 
school in the city of Minsk, and you indicated that in 1S63 

j i 

there was no reliable information indicating that, in fact, 
there was such a school in Minsk. : 

i 

Do you have any other information that pertains 


>1 


o tnat point? 


Mr. Rocca. I think you have summarized exactly, 
what I said, that there was no confirmation available 
that there had been or was during the time that Oswald was | 
in Minsk a training school of the service in that city. 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Did you ever receive any indication- 


subsequent to 1964 that, in fact, there was no such school 


in Minsk? 


A 

• k 
\ 


$ 


any confirmation or indication. 

* 

Mr.. Goldsmith. One way or another? 
\ 

Mr. Rocca. One way or other. 


i 

*» 


5 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine 


Mr. Rocca. We're talking now about the KGB central 
headquarters, the people who would be actually responsible 


for the training. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Right. 

Mr. Rocca. I know nothing about what local schools 
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Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, there has never been j ■ .JM 
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or local provisions might be made by the White Russian — 
this is the White Russian -- SSR -- republic. As far as 
I know, they have no school training there either. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So far as vou know, the Warren 


Commission was given all of the information that was availaible f 




on that point — 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, indeed. 


I ■‘-3- 


$ik 


Mr. Goldsmith. — and there has not been any additi|onal| 


information since 1964 that touches upon it? 


Mr. Rocca. That's correct 


if 

* , 


’m 


zm 


,371 


Mr. Goldsmith. Turnina to another.area, now, would# 


j 

’I 


vou indicate for the record what a 201 file is? 


• . 
1 ' 


Mr. Rocca. A 201 file is a jargon expression that 

* 

grew up, I suppose, out of the old army system, 201 files ih 
World War II. It was applied when our files, CIA files,- 1 
were set up in 1947. I am speaking now out of hearsay. 

The phrase applies to files created on personalities, for jj 


; V 


- 

>3 


* .. 


• 





■ % 




dossiers on personalities. They are referred to, in other 
words, broadly speaking, as 201 files. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, a 201 file essentially is a 
personality file? 

Mr. Rocca. (Nods affirmatively.) 


Mr. Goldsmith. Does a 201 file contain information! 

of operational significance? 

Mr. Rocca. Yes, it can. It depends on how the 


♦ * 


iter. 

-*<!■ 


1 
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material has been selected and put together. . 

Mr. Goldsmith. What is the criterion for the opening. 

of a 201 file? i 

v 

1 

21r. Rocca. These are specified exactly in a handbook! 

*•! 

which-is written and to which I refer you. The criteria ? ! 


,i * 


• Wi 


have changed, or were changed, over the years, at the beginning 


> 


* 

i • :fs 

» ✓ 


to apply to individuals who were either agents or suspect 
agents of adversary services, all adversary services, * . 

intelligence, counter intelligence, sabotage interest, * 

J 

i ■ 

j 

our own agents, collaborators, and others, at the determination 




ri< . . 

A 


ft 


again in terms of criteria, who fell within the mission of 
the Agency. 



•' *—.••.» 4> 

m 

■M 


1 • 


These categories are specified and I refer you, then(, : 

«■ 

to that publication. It’s at the Records Integration Center. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had occasion to open a 


201 file? 


Mr. Rocca. Personally 


Mr. Goldsmith. Yes 


Mr. Rocca. No. i 

„ ! I 

? i 

I always'would indicate this and have other people ,! , 

< 

do it. As far as I know, I have not ever done the process, , ; 

■f 

r 

except perhaps as a part at one point of my formal training 
or other. But I have no recollection of having opened a fi|e 

■J 

Mr. Goldsmith. On those occasions when someone fro* 

< 

the Cl staff opened a 201 file on an individual, would the! 
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primary purpose of such an opening be to obtain information on 
a person who was of potential counter intelligence significance' 

Mr. Rocca. It could be that. 

It could be of purely passive interest. It is to 

j 

serve as a repository for the accession of additional informati* 

I 

i 

of whatever kind, overt, covert, or whatever. . 

’.4 I 

;• I 

f 

So, it does not necessarily indicate any kind of I 
aggressive interest at all. ■ 

i 

i « 

It simply serves as the receptacle or repository : 

| 

for the retention of information, and recovery of informatiojji. 

i l 

. Mr. Goldsmith. If an individual is perceived as a 

* * 

counter intelligence threat, would a 201 file normally be 


opened 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


At the time that the file was opened on Mr. Oswald, 
which would be 1958 or 1959, my impression is that U.S. 


defectors were not in the list of individuals on whom files 

would be opened automatically by the Records. Integration 

\ 

Division, which actually could do this and did it as a 


matter of formal duty. i 

• # 

* » » 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, there are categories, categories. 

.4 

of individuals, which automatically result in the opening 
of a 201 file, whereas in some cases you are saying that 
the opening of a file is discretionary. 


Is that accurate? 


CONFIDENT! A I. 
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Mr. Rocca. It's an analyst's choice 


- ,i 


i 

;i 


o 


_ n 

f i! 


Mr. Goldsmith. But in some cases it might be 
mandatory, and in some cases it would be discretionary? 

» 

Mr. Rocca. Well, according to the handbook it would 
be mandatory. Whether it would be done or not would depend 

i 

upon the analyst's capacity to judge whether this fell within; 

» 

i 

f 

the mandate. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 796. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review that 


document? 


Mr. Rocca. This is a State Department document 


Yes. 


Mr. Goldsmith. What is the date of that document? 


Mr. Rocca. October 31, 1959 


Mr. Goldsmith 


That document indicates in 


12 


substance, does it not, that Lee Harvey Oswald appeared at ? 
the American Embassy in Russia to renounce his American j 

-a 

I 

citizenship? It indicates that he had applied for Soviet ; 
citizenship. It indicates, among other things, that his < 
attitude was arrogant, aggressive, he had recently been 
discharged from the Marine Corps, and it says he has offered 
the Soviets any information he has acquired as an enlisted j 


radar ooerator. 


i 


Now, would the information contained in this State 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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: | 

i 

" ii 


Department telegram, which was routed to the CIA and wnich 
we have obtained from the Office of Security at the CIA — 
would the information contained in this telegram normally 


li ! 


lead to the opening of a 201 file? 

Mr. Rocca. It depends on where it went in the Agency. 

If it went to the Office of Security, they would have opene<$ 

I 

their own file on it. But if a copy did not go to the DDF I ■ 

«* * 

at that time, the Deputy Director for Plans, there would be; 
no way of knowing about it. 

:;i 

* . '• 

So, I cannot respond. 

But normally, that would have been actionable, 

t 

I would say retrospectively. And I have no knowledge whether. 

4 

’ 4 • 

» 

or not it ever did come into our hands at that time. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Right. 

We will get into that momentarily. 

'} 

4 

■4 

Mr. Rocca. As a matter of fact, I think the substance 


z I 
,i 


r 1 I 

m • . . 


r 

*+ * 




of this cable was reported in the newspapers. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Is there any formal communication 
channel between the Office of Security and DDP which would 


serve the purpose of having communications of this kind 

J 
" i 

be passed to the appropriate office for action? • . 

Mr. Rocca. Not necessarily. There obviously shouli| 
be. But if the people in the Office of Security will receive- 
this, inasmuch as it concerns an American, and it was 
presumably relevant to their interest in-Americans, and possible 


1 1 tj 


■f o 


N ? I DEN? 
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security interests from the defensive security point of view 
of CIA itself, they might not do it, in which case the 
normal liaison, which would be via a liaison officer 
or simply a routing slip from the chief of the Office of 
Security would not take place. 

Mr. Goldsmith. More specifically, then, is there ; 
any link between the Office of Security and the Cl staff 

.1 

which would serve the purpose of passing information of thife 

.< 

kind to the Cl staff, as it would seem that the information? 

' 1 

contained in this memo is relevant to the Cl staff in 
particular, rather than any of the divisions within DDP? I 

Mr. Rocca. Well, you are again looking at it with 1 

* 

20-20 hindsight. There certainly were all the channels j 


that one couid expect in an organization, as I indicated 
on the chart yesterday, for the passages of such a piece 

of material. In point of fact. State should have routed 
it to the DDP. 




» 

» 


t 


V 

j;4 

It is in that kind of routing and selection that youf 


could get slippage. 


i 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, if I understand your testimony, l 

it is that, in fact, there was a communication channel ] 

’'( 

between' Office of Security and Cl staff which would serve thfe. 


purpose of passing along this type of information. Whether ’i 
or not the information in fact was passed along is another 
question. But there was a channel. ; 

t 
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Mr. Rocca. Oh, indeed. 


2 '! 


Mr. Goldsmith. I would like you to review a document 
that is known as Warren Commission Exhibit 917. 


I might note for the record that at the bottom of the 

I 

exhibit there is an indication that the document was routed 1 ; 


to the CIA, although there is no indication specifically 
which office at CIA received this document. 


* t 




w r. 


■Wt 


Warren Commission Exhibit 917, for the record, is a 

• j 

confidential message from the Navy to the Chief of Naval 
Operations. 

(Pause) < •; 

u 

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review that . 
document? 

Mr. Rocca. Yes, indeed. ; 

Mr. Goldsmith. We just might note for the record j 

A 

i 

that this document is somewhat briefer than the earlier 
one you just reviewed, the State Department cable dated 

10-31-59. This one also states that Oswald was in the 

\ 

Marine Corps as a radar operator and has offered to furnishj 
the Soviets information he possesses in U.S. radar. 

4 

$ 

Again, would the information contained in this typey 
• § 
of communication normally lead to the opening of a 201 filet 

l 

Mr. Rocca. In the DDP. At that time, as I say, 
it was not automatic. 


8 

j:K 


” m 

■ 


Mr. Goldsmith. I understand. Your testimony is 


O ' ■ 
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very clear on that. It would have been something 
discretionary. 

Mr. Rocca. Yes. 

Defectors was added as a mandatory category as a 
consequence of this whole case. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I might point out that — 

Mr. Rocca. So, if I were reviewing this thing and ij 

it had come across my desk, I would certainly expect it to i 

% 

go to a 201 file. i 

1 * 
M 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 1 

* 

Mr. Rocca. But there would be other 201 files, > 

1 

J 

or other files, that ought to receive it, too, including 
the Office of Security. 

Mr. Goldsmith. What is CI7SIG? ' 

Mr. Rocca. CI/SIG is Counter Intelligence, Special t 

i 

i 

Investigations Group. ■ 

% 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know what the purpose of thalf 

i 

i 

group was in 1959 to 1960? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, this group was set up originally \ 


when the staff was set up and before I joined it. So, are \§ou 

% 

■i, 

limiting your question only to that time or to its general | 
functions? ! 

Mr. Goldsmith. My question was focusing on the period 

* 

ri 

1959 to 1960. 


(Pause) 
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Mr. Rocca. The point is that it was set up to handlei 

i 

i 

especially sensitive cases in the area of security of personnel 

t 

and in particular, cases involving security of personnel 
who were also of operational interest, as were operators. 

t 

4 

In other words, it was an interface with the Ofrice . 

of Security. C- 

: 

i >*• 1 

Mr. Goldsmith. In other words, when you say * 1 f 

* 

i • ' 

■ M 

• y£a.: 

security of personnel, you are referring now to CIA p 

■} . 

Mr. Rocca. DDP personnel, and Agency personnel to ^ • '■% 

the extent that they might affect the DDP's interests. "yg 

& 

This was the channel to the Office of Security. ij ! M. 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, is it fair to say here that the! . 1 

1 : 

purpose of the CI/SIG unit was to insure that DDP was not 
being penetrated by a foreign intelligence service? . 

« • * *. mb 

* " 

Mr. Rocca. That, I think, would probably be one of the 
sensitive kinds of cases that they would be interested in. 

Mr. Goldsmith. What other types of sensitive types. ; .■ 

I ** 

of cases would they be interested in? ! '1 

i ' 

Mr. Rocca. I think they would probably have been ! 

I 

t 

interested in any kind of case involving security of DDP j 

, • n. 

personnel, or operations like the LINGUAL operation, which ; 

i • 

* ■#' = ’ 

was placed within its purview. That involved, in other • ^ 

■ 

words, sensitive work against the Soviets designed to 

■♦.i. 

produce information, again bearing chiefly on the security 


of personnel and of operations 


COM? 


N T 


A L 
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Mr. Goldsmith. When would someone within the 
CI/SIG unit have occasion to open a 201 file? 

Mr. Rocca. I would imagine that they would have had 
that occasion whenever a question a rose that concerned 
people that came within the purview of the mission that I 
have described, namely, the penetration of pur operations 


or the advancement of our particular interests with respect! 


1 • 


to the security of those operations. These now become very . 
difficult questions to answer without some thought, because^ 


i - . 


been briefed. 


Would you clarify for the record what you mean by 


having been briefed. 


Mr. Rocca. Did I say — I did not say that. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I think that you did, and what I 


I 


I would have to think of, really, general trains of operations, | 

; if' 

and in that area I was not, of course, briefed. But I thinfc $ 


in substance what I have said covers what I know about it. 

% 

Mr. Goldsmith. Okay. 

You just made a reference to — 

Mr. Rocca. I mean, there were many sensitive areas 
that involved aspects, that involved sources and access to 
materials that were of higher classification than what you 

have shown me. 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. You just made reference to having 


i ' 
« 


suspect you referred to was during your time in the Agency 
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things that you may have been briefed upon. 


Mr. Rocca. Oh, yes. I mean, I was not briefed 


on the entire range of their operations. 


Mr. Goldsmith. You were not briefed by the Agency 


for this deposition, were you 


Mr. Rocca. I was not. 


Mr. Goldsmith. You weren't briefed by anyone of the 


staff prior to taking the deposition? 


Mr. Rocca. Indeed not. I have had no contacts 


whatsoever about this. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


I just wanted to clarify that 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. The specific purpose that lay behind 


of OSS by the Soviets. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Okay. 


Getting back to the concept of a 201 file, will a 


201 file always indicate whether the individual involved 


had a relationship of some kind with the Agency, either as 




•r- 

v,* 


■< 


*4 


0 






t. 




» 


A* 


/ 

*- 


% 


the creation of this office I think grew out of the penetrations 


j; 

' f.i 


va- 




an agent, a source, a contract employee, whatever? By looking 


at a 201 file, will you always know whether, in fact, the 




person had a relationship with the Agency? 


Mr. Rocca. One of the categories for opening a file* 




for opening a 201 file, was the contractual or fiduciary 
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relationship/ and if that was the case, if the file had 


» 

- i been opened in that instance, it would either be manifest'in 


the file or there would be an indication in it directing 


whoever had the file to go to whatever place had the 


responsibility for the fiduciary relationship. 


Now, as I stated, this is only one category in the 


list of criteria for the opening of files, and as far as I 


know, the 201 file that was opened on Oswald was opened by 


Mrs. Edgerter pursuant not to that, but to the potential 


interest that she, as an analyst, felt lodged in the fact 


that he had been a defector and it figured on that list. 


Mr. Goldsmith. I think that you are anticipating 


my questions, and we will get to the Oswald 201 file in 


particular momentarily. 


ago 


Will the 201 file always indicate the fact of a 


Let's get back to the question that I asked a moment^ 


relationship with the CIA, if there was such a relationship? 


Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, it would. 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, if someone were an agent, source. 


or — 


Mr. Rocca. The whole purpose of the file, and the 


opening of that file, would be to prevent others from recruiting 


the same agent, from making use of the same agent, for 


other agencies who perhaps had been in contact to do that. 
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and therefore it would have to appear in some way or other 
on the face of the file. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Then the next step in the analysis 
is the following one. 

From the absence of any indication in the file, 
in the 201 file, that someone had a relationship with the 


Agency, either as an asset, agent, source, contract employee, 
whatever — from the absence of such an indication, can one ‘ 

r 

safely infer that, in fact, there was no such relationship? ; 

Mr. Rocca. I would say so, yes. 

t 

Mr. Goldsmith. Are documents ever removed from : 


S*.f ' > 


201 files? 

Mr. Rocca. They should not be removed from the 
files. That was, of course, part of the standard order of 
procedure. 

The fact is, however, the file itself passed through*; 
many hands in the course of dealing with it, and it would be; 
technically possible to do so. 

\ 

I cannot deny this. I mean, this is something that ! 

i 

exists on the face, as I see it. 

. « 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, in theory, no documents should bji 
removed from a 201 file, but it is possible to remove 


documents from a 201 file? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, it could have been — it could haue 
been done. 
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f 

i 


r 


Mr. Goldsmith. When someone removes a document from ; 

i 

a 201 file, is it required to indicate on the file that a 

l 

document has been removed? ! 

Mr. Eocca. Well, of course — and the purpose, and 

t 

it would have to be signed for. ' 

< 

t 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. : 

I 

t J * 

I 

Mr. Rocca. Now this is the advantage of using the f j 

ii ! 

it 

machine. I ; 

« 

Mr. Goldsmith. Which machine are you referring to, 

** 'i 

sir? ,j 

A : 

Mr. Rocca. The computer. 

H 

Mr. Goldsmith. What purpose does the computer 

s erve? 

• * 

Mr. Rocca. The computer serves to give a permanent | 
record to a title, and the removal of that title cannot tak^ 

q 

i'i 

place without creating a record, and therefore it is always i j 

4 

» • $ 1 
traceable. This represented, therefore, as these questions ij 

‘■M 

3 1 

if! * 

were being discussed during the ’50’s, the answer to either ■: 

* 

arbitrary or inadvertent removal. At least it always seemed ; 

i 

•i! 

to be that way and a lot of other people agreed. 

f* : 

(Pause) ' : 

Mr. Rocca. Let me say, in addition, on that point -j < 

t 

that the system employed, as I recall it, a numbering device 

* 

which worked from the first paper, which was number one, up^ 
so that any paper that had been removed lower than the top 
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paper would, unless it had been replaced by another, or if ; 
the entire numbering system had not been altered, have appeared 
immediately as absent. This was the device for internal 
control that functioned during the first years of the system. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Normally, in a 201 file, are the 

4 

1 

documents filed chronologically? By that, I mean the earliest 

i 

I 

document, the first document to go into the file, which migiit: 

* 

be the field personality file request form that led to the 
opening of the file, that would be the first document, and 

. i 

. i 

then the next document in time would go immediately on top 
of it, and so on, so that effectively documents are in the = 


i • 


file in the same sequence in which they were made available 

* • 

to the file. 

1 

Mr. Rccca. But the 201 would not be the repository, 
for a personal history questionnaire and that kind of .thing; 


i that is, the key documents in establishing a fiduciary 

•i 

relationship would not be in the 201. They would be in a 
separate file held by the desk and whoever was handling the 


individual.-".. 

Mr. Goldsmith. That’s a separate question. 

Aside from that, however, would the documents normally 

i 

i 

t 

♦ 9 

1 go into the file in chronological order? 1 • 

♦ 

-! - . 

j Mr. Rocca. Let me assure you, Mr. Goldsmith, that , 


there are people who are far better informed on this topic 
than I am, and therefore whatever I say should be taken cum 
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grano sale, as they say, with a grain of salt. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Normally in a 201 file, will the 


documents be filed sequentially? 


Mr. Rocca. And I want that to be very well 


understood. The whole matter of records, in other words, is 


a matter for which people are paid very high salaries, and 


8 s 


they have been in charge in this area from the very beginningl 


'f i 


fl f 

*3 1 


But changes and modifications to the system have taken place). 


But I would defer to their statements with respect to a 


number of the questions that you have asked. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had occasion to review 


any 201 files? 


* -J ij 

■i 

i 

Mr. Rocca. Yes 

:| 

U -i 

i 

■ i 

ii 

* 

Mr. Goldsmith. 

• i 

• * 1 

» » 

4 W J 

Mr. Rocca. Not 


I can't — 


a figure like that — but I have read many of them. 


Mr. Goldsmith. To the best of your recollection, 


did the files that you read contain their documents in the 


chronological order in which the documents arrived? In 


other words, I am asking you to respond to the question thats 


I raised earlier. 


As a matter of routine, are the documents filed in 


the 201 file in sequential or chronological order, so that i^he 


earliest document would be on the bottom and the last document 


would be on top? 
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Mr. Rocca. Normally. Normally that would be the case* 


Mr. Goldsmith. Now you mentioned the PRQ's, the 


personal record questionnaires. You indicated that they 


would not be in the 201 file. 


Where, to your knowledge, would they be located? 


H * 


Mr. Rocca. They would be located in particular fi2|es 


held by the desk responsible for the agent. 


I 


j ; h 

i ■ 


. # ■ • 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would they be located in an operatilpns , 


or projects file? 


Mr. Rocca. I think that probably is the correct 


term, yes 


Mr. Goldsmith. Please examine CIA number 788, which 


is the field personality file request form that was used in: 


the case of Mr. Oswald. 


I think you had occasion to review that yesterday. J 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. I see nothing different here from wtat 


I saw yesterday. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine 


I hope that you don't see anything different from 


you saw yesterday since it's been in the safe all evening. 


According to that document, when was a 201 file opetied 


for Lee Oswald? 


Mr. Rocca. Nine December, 1960, is the date for 


the request 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

Is there anything unusual about the Oswald 201 file 
being opened over a year after'the Agency was initially 
informed of Oswald's defection and the fact that he was 
alleged to have offered information to the Soviets? 

Mr. Rocca. I find that not unusual in view of the \ 

\ 

flow of work and the pressure of work. I couldn't explain ;j 

H| 

• i 

that gap in terms of anything, except just the normal flow 

> 

-j 

of business, in view of what I know about the opening of it4 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, you think the normal flow of 

i 

business might account for a delay of over a year? ij 

* -Tj 

r 1 

Mr. Rocca. Well, it depends on what was the date oj 

8 
i » 

the material that we got from State. j 

•4 

Mr. Goldsmith. Rather than reviewing all that now, 

I will just indicate that the material from State started to 

~ A 

arrive in late October or early November of 1960. j 

3 

I 

Mr. Rocca. So, the flow is correct, I would say, f 

in terms of what was going on. There was an obvious interest 

* 

in this kind of material. 

Mrs. Edgerter exercised an analyst's choice in s 

opening the file. 

& 

I think there is nothing in the time lapse that 
would indicate anything, except the flow of work. 

' i 
\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now Mrs. Edgerter was a member of 

the CI/SIG unit, is that correct? 
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Mr. Rocca. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Is it unusual for the CI/SIG unit, 
which was involved in very sensitive operations — not 


operations, investigations pertaining to possible pene':/adieus 
of DDR personnel — was it unusual for this unit to open a 


201 file cn someone like Oswald? 

i 

I guess the gist of my question is I don't see hew 


i ' : A 


Oswald is relevant to the primary purpose of CI/SIG. 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I would disagree with that 


Mr. Goldsmith. Please explain. 

Mr. Rocca. I would consider this to be fully within 
the competence of this unit, especially in view of the larfge 

* i) 

number of defectors that had accumulated by this time. ' 

There were others, Americans, in many instances, people 

that, it is my recollection, we regarded as more serious, 5 

* 

potentially, losses. I can remember one who had the j 

specifications of a nozzle that prepared plastic in a 
particular fashion. There was press stuff in the interim,! 
two clippings that had come out. Patricia Blake had 
written her articles. 


' 5 *. 


■ ** 


». & 

» a 


. 


- h 


••JA; 

* --vC 


In other words, there was an accumulation of material. 


which concerned Americans, and a gathering interest at 


time, 1959 and 1960, in the KGB, ultimately confirmed by 


Golitzin, as I reported yesterday, that no defector from 


American armed forces — and that list that we had from 
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State consisted of at least two or three other military 
defectors from West Germany, and I would have considered it 
a dereliction not to have opened a 201 file. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, I certainly agree that a 201 

should have been opened at that time, and it would also seem : 

! 

* • 

that the appropriate unit within the Agency to open the filfe i 

■l • 

• 

I 

i 

would have been the Cl staff. 


My question is more narrowly focused in why would { 

? 

CI/SIG in particular have been opening the file. : j 

■j 

Mr. Rocca. Because of their concern, basically, f 

A 

with the problem of Americans and they were the recipient i 

t 

of the materials, probably from the Office of Security, , 
if not the actual copy of that material, certainly the chit] 

t 

chat. Bruce Solie was — B-R-U-C-E S-O-L-I-E — constantly 

i 

in touch with Mr. O'Neill and with Mrs. Edgerter, I am>sure*i 

-i 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. But from the face of it, it does not 

< 

appear that Oswald posed any sort of a counter intelligence * 

« 

y 

threat in terms of the penetration of DDP personnel. \ 

\ 

A 

Mr. Rocca. Of the U.S. security interest. At a vei|y 

high level, though, he did, involving other departments 

and agencies of the government. 

- 

Mr. Goldsmith. I understand, and I am not suggesting 
that a file should not have been opened by the Cl staff. 

I am just trying to determine why CI/SIG in particular, which 
was concerned about DDP penetration^ would have been opening 
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the file. 


I 

Mr. Rocca. Let me go back and open a little parenthesi 

about this. What I regard now, in the light of what you said^ 

♦ 

is probably a too narrow view of what SIG was interested in. . 

They were also concerned with Americans as a security 

I 

I 

threat in a community wide sense, and they dealt with FBI ; 

; 

i 

cases, with the Office of Security cases, and with other ca$e& 

* I 

on the same level, as they dealt with our own, basically. j 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, how would the function of 


Cl/SIG — 


it 


Mr. Rocca. At least, that's as I would represent 
But again, Mr. O'Neill would be the person to judge 


exactly and I would defer to him. 


Mr. Goldsmith. How would the function of CI/SIG 




; 5 , 


^ i l 
* • • * 




I 


in that case be different from in the Office of Security, 

1 

in general? 

Mr. Rocca. It would be with respect to where and 

what had happened to DDP materials with respect to a defection 

« 

* 

* 

in any of these places. . < 

2 

* 

I 

Mr. Goldsmith. Again, though, Oswald had nothing . 

t 

to do with DDP at this time, at least apparently. 

Mr. Rocca. I'm not saying that. You said it. 

Let me take the Dunlap case. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I'm not familiar with that case. 

Mr. Rocca. If we can get off of this, because I 
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don't want any misinterpretation. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Neither do I. 

I 

Mr. Rocca. This is an NSA case. A defector, a 

I 

Soviet agent, has committed suicide and subsequently it was 
determined that by finding the materials in his house he had 

I 

I 

actually stashed away a large number of reports coming 

« 

I 

a 

from the DDP, and indeed coming from Soviet defectors that j : 

« 

had provided the material. 

' j I 

That case, and the handling of the relations with 

■i 

w 

•* 

NSA on Dunlap, was a matter handled by SIG and by Ops jointly. 

'1 

They worked together on that. It illustrates, therefore, 
in another area the community wide aspect to security and 

i 

• ft i 1 

security problems, on the assumption that against the KGB j 

ii * 

•I 

I 

. -i 

you've got to work together in cases involving security 

and penetration or you are going to be had separately. , ’ 

This concept is, I think, very definitely an 

ft 

authorization for the opening by SIG of the file in these 

% 

circumstances. And indeed, I would say t hat to test it, one 

f 

should look at whether or not files were opened on the 

* « 

other names in the State Department list. 

1 * 

If you find that that is the case — and it is my 
belief that that is the case, although I have no way of 
proving it because it has never actually ever been put to thse 
point where it was necessary to do this as a test — I think 
that the question you are getting at is answered. 
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** ** 

A 


It is a formal part of their responsibility. 

a 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

» 

4 

Turning to CIA number 788, agair> I would like to • 

a 

direct your attention to the box that is labeled "other 

identification." In that box there is a number one, next to ' 

* 

which someone wrote in the letters "AG." : 

Do you know whet those letters would stand for? 

I 

I 

Mr. Rocca. I do not. : 

I 

p 

Mr. Goldsmith. At the bottom of the page, at the J : 

♦ 

bottom of this document, it indicates that Oswald's file is 

i 

^ I 

a restricted file. j 

■i 

i 

Do you know why the file would have been restricted? . 

♦ * 

Mr. Rocca. My impression would be that this would j • 
have been restricted in order to assure knowledge in SIG 
in this as one of a category of files involving American 

j • 

defectors, that they would want to know about in the event . 
that anyone else developed information or expressed an 

i 

interest of any kind. 

\ 

For example, the Lee Haxvey Oswald file was restridjfced 

1 •* « 

i 

when it was taken over by R & A, when it was given to me. 

il ' 

4 

• J 

Mr. Goldsmith. So that, if anyone 




Mr. Rocca. So that, if anyone came in and checked 


that file — 


Mr. Goldsmith. You would know about it. 

r'i 

, v 

Mr. Rocca. — I would know immediately who he was, 
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I would be asked, "Can this person look at the file, " and 
obviously I would permit that. 

* 

So, in other words, it is a subsidiary form of 
control which permits some kind of internal order in the 
processing of the material. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you please examine CIA number 

■j 

l 

943, which is a Xerox copy of three file cards. Please j 

' i 

■J 

confine your attention simply to the top two file cards, j 
both of which pertain to Lee Harvey Oswald. 

, j 

(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review this! 
document? 


■ i ; 


•0 j 

t 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 

3 

Mr. Goldsmith. Turning your attention to the .top l 
card, which as I indicated refers to Lee Harvey Oswald, ini 
the upper right hand corner of that card there is an " 

■i 

indication which says’Cl Project/RE, 9 November, 1959." 

A 

Do you know what ”CI Project/RET refers to? j 

Mr. Rocca. The Cl Project refers to — I don’t 

<5 

know what the RE is at this point, but I may figure it out j 

4 

by the time I finish talking, answering the first part of ■ 

t 

the question — Cl Project is simply a name of convenience j 


which was used to describe the HTLINGUAL or HDLINGUAL, ; 

I j 

M 

or whatever it was. But the RE may be a name or initials elf 
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•i people. I can't associate that. 

This is the first time I have seen these cards, as 
far as I know. 


Mr. Goldsmith. But the term "Cl Project" to the 

4 

i 

best of your knowledge refers to the HDLINGUAL program? ! 

I 

i 

Mr. Rocca. To the mail intercept program, arid j 

• 

i | 

that was the convenient form, that was the phrase that Mr. » 

» 

O'Neill used when he talked about it. : 

^ ■ 

J t 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, this suggests that Oswald may Ijjave, 

: 1 : 

been the subject of this mail intercept program or one of t|he'. 
subjects. 





If 


Mr. Rocca. It suggests that there was something 

* 

in it that was actually accessioned, or that they were giv 

r, z 

this as a warning to be on the alert for it in their screerjjing 


vw 

m 

'#■ 


. . 

A 





of the materials. I cannot determine that from this. 


. J t 


% 


In other words, it may have been a watch list card that flcfwec 




* ' iV 


naturally out of the opening. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


(Pause)) 


Mr 


. Rocca. Ah — RE means P 


3 


Mr. Goldsmith. Would you spell that for the record) 

_ s 

Mr. Rocca. This is ray guess, now, as I say. 


'I 

*1 

• \ 

l 
• I 


I 


E 


1 


* 

J 

•j 


And he was a translator on the project. . 

.1 

Mr. Goldsmith. So that suggests that there was a miil 
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intercept that — ; 

9 

< 

Mr. Rocca. No. It suggests only that there was a 
warning that there should be an alert for it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. To him? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, to whomever was using 

* 

; i 

that watch list because it would be used by people surveyii^g 

* 

« 

the materials. ! 

You can readily answer your own question by just ; 
going through the materials and spotting them, as far as ; 

i 

the contents are concerned. 


Mr. Goldsmith. I would like you to review a document 


marked CIA number 2035. This is a document dated 20 February, 

* * • 

i 

1964, and it's a memo to you. Chief of the CI/R & A unit. 

'i 

fi 

i 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. Who gave it to me? 

• i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to read this 


document? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, yes. 

\ 

'The machine's listing of documents officially 
recorded as being — was requested and is attached. The 
actual — of this type was begun in '63. A few d terns of 
previous•dates were also recorded. A comparison of the 
documents physically available and the 201 file, and those 
reports as being as shown — 37 documents that should be 


m 


the 201 file are not available. This total is made up i 
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of two dispatches, seven memorandum from the FBI, one CSCI, 
two State Department documents, and 25 cables." 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you remember receiving this 
memorandum? 

Mr. Rocca. No. But it's not of any particular 
import. These materials had been simply displaced for | 

separate handling on the 201, and I judge that this was 

• 1 .. ♦ 

something that Mr. Hartman prepared or had prepared 
for me, which I handled through him. 

< f 

Mr. Goldsmith. The memo doesn't have a signature 

i 

attached to it. 

' • 

Mr. Rocca. Well, it has to be written by someone 
who knows, who has access to the material. He and the RID n 

; 

people are those ones. : 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. is it customary for those memos 
not to contain signatures of the authors of the memos? 

. Mr. Rocca. It depends on how rapidly they are written. 

•'i 

( 

This I think is his signature, is his writing (indicating.) 

-J 

I 

* > 

Mr. Goldsmith. By that you are referring to the 

I 

I 

script notation? 



> 




- :■*. 

m. 

' 





Mr. Rocca. Yes. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now why do you say that this is of 
no particular import? 

Mr. Rocca. Because we know that there are two 

disoatches. We know that there are seven memoranda which 
1 * 
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were being probably read by Mr. Dooley and therefore were not 


in the file. We know that there is a CSCI and therefore 


all of these are accountable pieces of paper. In other 


words, they haven’t disappeared. The 25 cables were probably^ 


in the materials that went back to the GP Floor period. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Well, how do we know, in fact, that 


the materials have not disappeared? 


Mr. Rocca. Well, I would say that we know that by 


simply going back and looking at the file at the present 


to begin with. This was not, in other words, an attempt to 


trace materials that had disappeared from the file. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Now this document makes reference td ' 


an attachment of the missing — 


Mr. Rocca. It says that they should be in the 201 


but they are not in it. But that doesn't mean that they are 


not present 


Mr. Goldsmith. The document makes reference to an 


attachment which contains a list, a more detailed list, of tshe 


specific documents that are not in the file. The committee 


staff has been unable to locate that attachment in the Oswald 


201 file. 


What would be the best way to determine whether, in 


fact, the documents that were unavailable on this date had. 


in fact, been returned to the file? 


Mr. Rocca. Ask Mr. Hartman.to do it and he will 
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• •! t ' 

•; give you the answer to it. I obviously asked for this, and 

2 i ; 

;! as I say, my recollection is I would have asked him for it ' 

•i 

!| pursuant to an attempt to get a grasp over exactly what 


- ii 


l ! 


W t 


1 


• £ J 


w I 


should have been — what should be in the file when we 
machined it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. If the document is of no particular 
import at all, why is it marked "Secret, Eyes Only?" 1 

Mr. Rocca. Everything is marked "Secret, Eyes Only." 

r 

Mr. Goldsmith. When you say "everything," you — 

i 

Mr. Rocca. This is an occupational disease. So 
that does not give me great trauma. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Are you suggesting that the documents 
in the Oswald file commonly contain the sensitivity indicator 
known as "Secret, Eyes Only?" 

Mr. Rocca. Well, most of them do, I would say.- 
Or, a good number of them do. I think the point is academic. 
I mean, the classification was one applied by a secretary, ; 
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n T :| 

• i ‘ 


^ i 
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whoever typed the memo 


In other words, these papers are not — this is noti a. 


il • •*'. 


list of papers that have been removed from the file permaneibtlj 


* 


And, I don't recall the circumstances under which at this 


* 


time this request was made. But I think the person who wodked 

) 

\ * 

on it is a person who probably could shed some light on it. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I should indicate for the record thjat 

i 

the staff’s review of the Oswald file has uncovered extremely 
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few documents with the specific notation "Secrety, Eyes Only," 
which is one of the reasons that we focused on this particular 
memo, as it suggests that there are materials that are not 
in the file, which should be, and particularly because the 
attachment referred to is not available in the file itself. 

(Pause) \ 

4 

Mr. Rocca. Where do you find the reference to the 

* 

A 

attachment? This is what I can't find. j 

is 

"It is attached,"is that it? i . „ 

;? - 

I ; . 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes, in the first sentence. \ 

ii 

i"i . • 

’! 

i 

(Pause) j 

r 9 

■ i 

Mr. Rocca. Well, as I have stated, I have no ( ■ 

, * 

i * 

• \i 

recollection of the episode. My best recollection on the j 

. i 

• ijj 

basis of the handling of the time was that this was an \ . - 

ff 

effort to make sure that we had everything together. We J 

$ 

requested this kind of review. This answer came back. I • 
have no way of explaining why it was "Secret, Eyes Only." 

I don't regard it necessarily as of any great significance* 

'i 

per se. The person who did it would have to explain it. 

♦ 

:{ ! 

But I am certain that the next step that I would t^ke 
would have been to say to get these items into the file. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Of course, we don't know which ite&is 


specifically they are. 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I mean — two dispatches, seven 
memoranda from the FBI, one CSCI — I mean, the file at 
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stage, this is February, 1964, the machine file was in the . 
process of being accumulated. The file itself was in 
use. We were right at the beginning, in other words, of 
assembling the machine record which eventually we .would show : 

9 

and did show to the Warren Commission later on that year. 

I 

In other words, I would characterize this document as an 

, t 

interim summary, a status report, on the attempt to create \ 
the final mechanized record of the file. I in no way would; 1 


‘ % 


m 

■ ‘ %• 


f| 

attribute to this language the fact that these actual materjials! 

« » 

v-. 

were missing. . 

• i 

Mr. Goldsmith. You have indicated that the handwr ijtihc* 

h : i 

in the lower lefthand corner of the page is Mr. Hartman's. • 

Mr. Rocca. That would be my guess. 

■4 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you read for the record what j \ 

] . % 

4 

that script writing indicates. . | 

* < 
t 

. 1 ■; 

Mr. Rocca. "Please keep loosely in the last volumeij 
of Oswald's 201" and it's scratched out. It is X'd out. ii 


I don't know what this is (indicating.) 


Mr. Goldsmith. I can't make that handwriting out 


either. 


9 ■ ■■ 


Mr. Rocca. Well, if it isn't Mr. Hartman’s handwrijting 


he could help identify it. That's the point. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would there be any reason to keep : 
this document in the last volume of Oswald's 201? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, the last file means it is the la^t 
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that's been opened, I mean, in the serial performance, 
in a looseleaf sense. In other words, it would be the most 


recent one. 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


n.y - 

W i W —■ 


Mr. Rocca. Last in the sense of the most recent ontj. 

i i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 2075, whjch 
is the second page of a memorandum to the Director of the Fiji; 

i 

dated 30 January, 1964. The subject matter is Jack Ruby. 

My question is a very narrow one. 

•4 ; 

This page contains some cross references indicating jj 
which files received a copy of this memorandum, and among j : 
other listings it indicates that a copy went into a file th^t. 

* 4 # 

is referred to as a dummy file. This parenthetical^ indicates 

•-> ■ 

dummy — "CI/R&A(Dummy)”. * 

What is a dummy file? __ . 

Mr. Rocca. Whoever wrote this kept dummy files, 

which would be a file for his own purposes of what he had 

sent to us. 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Is a dummy file then simply a soft ; 
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file? 


’■5 * 

Mr. Rocca. A soft file or whatever you want to calf. : 

;4 


, ~ Tft- 

: n:\ 
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it. It would be eventually destroyed, I suppose. 

It would be for his reference in checking off what 
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had been sent. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Okay. 
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Mr. Rocca. That would be my best guess under the 


circumstance. 


Mr.Goldsmith. Do you have any basis today for thinking 
that Oswald may have been an agent of the KGB? 

Mr. Rocca. I would have to sav what I stated 


I. 

7 I 


yesterday, that there is no credible evidence at this momenjt, 
at this time, on the basis of the records that we have that; 


y \ 


i J 1 
1 w >1 


20 : 




he was a KGB agent in the United States. 

i 

3 \ 

3 • * 

If you are asking me as a counter intelligence specij^lis 

3 

1J ■ 

* 

generally what my feelings are on balance regarding his \ 

£ 

; \ ■■■ 

relationship to the KGB, I would answer that there is no qupsti 


'i » 


that he was debriefed in detail by at least two eschelons of • 

t, 

Soviet authorities, one of which, if not both of which, wer£ 
KGB, and if there are indeed two, one was the Thirteenth 
Department. I am relying now on defector information for 
that judgment. 

.He himself in his statement, which you have reminded 
me of, indicated that he felt free to give that information* 

i 

4 

I think it is now ascertained beyond reasonable doubt that lie 

| 

knew from direct observation enough about U-2 to give that , 


as a most significant item of information to the Soviets, afid 

.•3 * 

ijj 

that he himself, as he said, felt free to give radar informib.tio 
So, placing together the contact at the camp in California,? 
the Marine Camp, going back to the Delgado testimony, the 
rapidity of his release from the Marine Corps, presumably on 
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compassionate reasons which turned out to be a trip to the 

I 

I 

Soviet Union and all the rest, I would say there is no question 

i 

therefore, about the debriefing and his cooperation. 

Mr. Goldsmith. What would the other escheion have 


been that debriefed Oswald? 


Mr. Rocca. It would have been one of the screening ' 
units connected with the journalistic apparatus or fcreignet 
apparatus of the fourth — of the American Department of thfe 

Second Chief Directorate group of the Internal Group which,: 

s 

1 

however, defers on matters of military specialties— I 

J 

y 

4 • '• 

understood this from a defector; I think this is sustained] 
by others — to the Special Department. 

So, there is no question in my mind that he was, 
therefore, in their hands. 

At that point, it becomes purely speculative, except; 

1 

that there is much more circumstantial evidence involved 
in his handling and treatment in the U.S.S.R. that can be 

more pertinently commented to, and was in part pertinently ! 

\ 

commented to, in the memoranda submitted to the Warren 
Commission, but can be I think more fully and pertinently \ 

4 

* 

commented to by the defectors available today, which show 
highly specialized and favorable treatment. 

There is also the fact — and this is just pure — j 

are we on the record? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 
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Mr. Rocca. This is just pure counter intelligence 
lab work, and as I say, it's absolutely impossible to talk 

/ 1 

about these things in public, but Minktenbaugh, a confessed 

i 

Soviet spy — M—I—N-K-T—E—N—B—A—U—G-H -- another who went to 
the Soviet Union in 1959 and 1960 — he was connected with ; 

I 

w 

Johnson, the Sergeant Johnson case — was assessed, trainedj 

‘■i 

and returned to the United States on a separate mission. He 

* 

had made his contact in Berlin, as had Johnson. 

The interesting thing is that they presented him to ^ . 

:: i : 

woman who was to come to the United States with him as a wi^s. 


under the guise of a wife. He is a homo, and so the thing j . 

•i 

4 

did not work, though they tried. But the M-O, if you put the 

} 

Marine business together, is close to exactness on the 

r. 

methodology, that is, the setting up of a couple, but the 

i 

i 

timing is what is interesting — 1960. . 

^ 4 

These are just things that keep you thinking in the 

i 

middle of the night. Was the case officer who handled 

i 

Minktenbaugh and who we know by his own confession and polygjrapr 

i’! ; 

j 

now he is out and serving time and he has, as I judge, told? 

I 

f 

his story completely — was he part of the same — here, * 

Minktenbaugh is an Army defector, or Air Force, whatever. 

Think about the problem of recruitment in a gross sense that • 
the Soviets would have. Note these associations in time and 


space. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Was the Warren Commission told about 
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this defector, Minktenbaugh? 


Mr. Rocca. This has all been developed since then 


Mr. Goldsmith. When did the Minktenbaugh case break? 


Mr. Rocca. Oh, it broke after 1964 - 1965. 


' ft 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the woman companion 


to Minktenbaugh was a witting collaborator to the plot? 


•» i 


Hm 




'ter 


ft 


Mr. Rocca. Oh, she was, indeed. 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. Now I trust you understand that I am not 


stressing this. I am simply stating it as a fact on the tal|le 


in a laboratory sense, which counter intelligence people ar^ 




supposed to be dealing with. It is not for publication. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Are you familiar with the allegation 


that Lee Harvey Oswald was a CIA agent? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes 






Mr. Goldsmith. When did this allegation first arise?j 


m 




Mr. Rocca. It came out almost immediately. It was 






in the press immediately, as I recall. 


-a* 

% 




■■ i 9 


Mr. Goldsmith. Was the allegation ever brought to ycjjjur 




M 




personal attention? 


If- 




Mr. Rocca. No, not for any action. 


!k 


Mr. Goldsmith. Were you ever directed to conduct an 




investigation into this? 


1 






Mr. Rocca. No. 


$ 


I certainly sent Mr. Hartman around to ask people 
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whether there were any traces in all of the files of the agendi 


to which we had access to ascertain whether there was ever any 


contact with this man. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Why did you do that? 


Mr. Rocca. Because it disturbs me greatly that the 


thing could even be suggested 


Mr. Goldsmith. And when did you send Mr. Hartman 


around to conduct this? 


Mr. Rocca. Oh, it was in that period and later. 


Mr. Goldsmith. What was the result of Mr. Hartman'ljs 


investigation? 


Mr. Rocca. There was no indication that was ever 


produced that Lee Harvey Oswald was ever in any kind of 


fiduciary relationship. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall what Mr. Hartman's 


investigation entailed? 


Mr. Rocca. No, I don't 


I mean, he went around simply asking people in the 


various desks, in the various components, in the Contacts 


Branch. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did he submit to you in 1963 or 1964| 


the results of his investigation? 


Mr. Rocca. I cannot recall that 


> w 
I 

t i; 


He certainly did verbally, which was that there was no 


substance to the claim. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think that the issue is 

» 

sufficiently important to have warranted a written report to : 

4 

you in 1963 or 1964? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, if there was no substance to it, I 


think not. 


We were not investigating this. I mean, this was .a 
matter actually of pertinence to the Office of Security, 
to the Director, to Mr. Helms, and the others, and if there 
were to be a formal investigation, I would have said they 


i : 


would have done it. 

Certainly in the staff meetings this question was 
raised at the highest level — has this man ever been in totjch? 

4 

So, this was not one of the, in other words, one of the 
questions that I was given formally to work on. It was a 

i 

matter of personal interest. 

* 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall whether Mr. Helms ;; 

.i 

ever asked you to examine this question? 

♦ 

‘i 

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, he never asked me, no. , 

5 

i * 

Nor did Mr. Angleton. ’ ■'< 

i. f 

Jt * 

9 

That is the best of my recollection at this moment. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CXA number 201 throughj 


208. 


This is a memorandum for the Chief of the Cl staff 


dated 18 September, 1975, subject matter is the allegations 
of Lee Harvey Oswald’s connection with the Agency. 
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Mr. Rocca. 1975? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 

Mr. Rocca. Your question referred to the earlier 

period. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I know. 

Now, in 1975, you were no longer Chief of the Cl • 
staff, were you? 

i 
. \ 

Mr. Rocca. I never was the Chief of the Cl staff. f 
Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you. 

'■J 

I stand corrected. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. Hah — he did remember it. 

• • 

(Pause) 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I find this — I'm glad it exists j. 
It bears out my recollection. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Okay. 

.1 

Mr. Rocca. But bear in mind that this was something 
that I did out of absolute deep, deep personal animus. 

Well, that's the wrong word — that is, the suggestion that 
to me I still find greatly offensive. This is the last man 
in the world who could have ever been — who would have 

< 

ever met our criteria for recruitment. 

J t 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you be more specific in the 
reason for that? 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I mean, his whole background, his 
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psychiatric record, his conduct — this is now on the basis 

I 

of what we learn from the record, and it just seemed to me 

t 

I 

just so incongruous and vicious that — I lose my temper, 

I'm sorry. 

« 

• Mr. Goldsmith. Are most of the agents that work with, 

\ 

CIA case officers necessarily stable individuals? 

* « 

For example — 

Mr. Rocca. There are some very definite rules 
governing the psychological stability of agents, and these 
rules break down into about, among others — one is their 
background record in terms of family and associations; 

i 

■{ « 

«<j 

second, their innate qualifications on testing; third, whether, 
they have told you everything about themselves, whether you 
know everything about them; and finally, whether they are 

r 

psychologically stable. 

% 

So, you have a whole series of qualifications that he 
would fail. 

Mr. Goldsmith. The criteria that you are referring to 
now which pertained to whether someone would meet the Agency?s 

i 

- j 

requisite for serving with the Agency as an agent, are these , 

I 

* 

criteria formally adopted in any Agency regulations or 

< 

documents of some kind? 


Mr. Rocca. They're in a handbook. \ 

Mr. Goldsmith. And was the handbook in existence in T 



1959 ? 
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Mr. Rocca. Indeed. 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, it would be very easy, for 


■ 


example, simply to — 


Mr. Rocca. This was a part of the training. The Cl. 
staff wrote the handbook. I wrote it, or edited it. ’ 


5 i 


Mr. Goldsmith. What is the title of the handbook? i i 

4 * 

,i p 

| 

i 

Mr. Rocca. It's called "Criteria for Double Acents. 1 * ' 

w i 

i i 

In this case it would have been a person in touch with two 

a 

ft 

services* 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would the same criteria apply to somajone 

i \ 1 

who is not necessarily a double agent? 


I- ! 


Mr. Rocca. It would apply to all agents. They apply 


to all agents. 


1959? 


Mr. Goldsmith. And such a handbook was in effect in 


Mr. Rocca. That handbook was in existence and was a 
part of the formal training program I referred to in R & A. 

It was a part of the job of R & A to draw up these criteria 

\ 

which had- not been previously drawn up in the OSS history. 

So, on ray record of observation of individuals, the 


ci -- 




study of the background and history of the entire topic — \ 

and we covered it in detail, that is, reading the background - 
this man would have been rejected out of hand. He'would neyer 


have been considered. 


Nov; I have the suspicion that maybe the Soviets got 
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to the same point with him. 

But this is off the record — this is not off the 
record. I mean, this is just a joke. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Referring again to 201, to CIA number. 
201, this is a memo that was prepared apparently by Mr. 
Hartman. 

I 

Do you know at whose request Mr. Hartman would have § 

■i 

prepared this memo dated in 1975? 

T i 

Mr. Rocca. He prepared it at my request, I think. 

a 

1 

Mr. Goldsmith. No, this memo — well, you were no I 

i 

longer with the Agency formally in 1975. Would he have I 

prepared this memo for you in 1975? 

* * 

Mr. Rocca. I was still on contract with him, and 
this was still, this was certainly pertinent to what the j 
Rockefeller Commission was doing. It is my recollection, f 

: 3 

inasmuch as I have already recalled it in part — you see, | 

f 

when I mentioned that your previous question had referred to j 

• i : i 

I 

1963, well, I recall that part where he did refer to 1963. 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, in 1975, you asked — 

* 

Mr. Rocca. I simply asked him to do this because 
I recalled that we had at my instance undertaken within the j 

i 

staff on my own responsibility this kind of thing. 

Mr. Goldsmith. What was the purpose of your asking 
him to prepare this memo in 1975? 

i 

Mr. Rocca. To get on the record his recollections of' 
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what had happened in 1963 with respect to this gross 


allegation 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, by asking him to do that, were 
you recognizing that Mr. Hartman had not gotten on the record 


_ ;| 

~ ;l 


in 1963 when he conducted the initial investigation? 

Mr. Rocca. No, no. 

At that time he did this and reported to me. It was 
a purely internal matter. But by 1975, it seemed to me 
worthy of putting down on the record. 


Mr. Goldsmith. But in 1963 it was not put in the 


record? 


Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, it was not. 

♦ 

Let me say that we were, of course, hamstrung by 
allegations in the record which we informally checked out 
in that fashion. So, I mean, this was perfectly, I think. 


* : 


normal 


Mr. Goldsmith. I note that the 1975 memorandum goes 


into very great detail as to all the steps that Mr. Hartman 


took to determine whether Oswald had any connection with the \ 


O ? ■} 


' t • 




Agency 


Does this extensive detail strike you as somewhat 


unusual for a memorandum written twelve years after the 


investigation was actually conducted? 


Mr. Rocca. No. 


I told him to simply put down everything he could recall 
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about where he had gone. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, I notice that in CIA number 2106, 
letter E, he indicates that through the Security Research 
Section of the Office of Security, he had the security files 
checked. There was no record of Oswald. 

Now, in fact, the Security Office did have a record,; 

:( 

| 

on Oswald in 1963. Did that strike you as an incongruous |~ 

i 

Mr. Rocca. I don’t think that view is referring to]— , 


that that was referring necessarily to the topic of the .! 

i 

interest, namely that there was any kind of a relationship] 

-r 

with him that involved the Agency, or else they simply ; 

■4 

didn't tell him. It certainly would be incongruous if thef 
had a file. : j 

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, we have seen several Office of 

j 

Security documents pertaining to Oswald, jpreassassmation. J 
Mr. Rocca. That's right, and you have to know whiclji 
office :in the Office of Security you are talking to. I cali't 
judge this one at all, except in terms of these two elements: 

it 

\ 

J 

(a) that it may have been a part of the Ofice of Security | 
that literally didn't have a file; or that the file that ' 

■ i 

they showed him was totally derivative, consisting of pres$ 

* t 

and other well known items/ and therefore he did not consider 
it really new information or significant information withih 
the terms of the memorandum. 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, on CIA number 2108, he indicates 
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that there are five documents which had been sent to the Agency 


- ! before the assassination. "Two of the documents have been 

i 

■t 

i 

• | sent to us" — referring to the Agency — "by the FBI, two 

■{ 

i 

- by the Department of State, and one by the U.S. Navy." 


! 


* I 

- t 

■ t 
•i 
. i 


• So, in other words, Mr.Hartman felt that prior to the 

S 

assassination there were five documents from other agencies in 

i 

i 

Oswald*s 201 file. ; 

1 

Mr. Rocca. Well, some of them you have actually 


shown me, or I thought so — I mean, they seem to have been 
in the file. 

(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. Off the record. 


•: :i 


(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rocca. Is the point whether it is five or one? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Burke is attempting to locate the. 

% 

document that I was going to refer you to at this point. 

The specific one I have in mind is a — 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I can check this record against the| 

-A 

actual records in the files. I assume that this represented 


his best statement. 


Mr. Goldsmith. In fact, that statement contradicts 

:i . Hj 

the listing of documents that was given to the Warren Coramigjsior y 

• ’ | 

by Mr. Helms in 1964. Mr. Helms indicated that there were, yi 

* 

or at least his list indicated that there were more than 

J - •^ l 

. \ 

' 

i 

five documents received from otheragencies. 
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Mr. Rocca. Well, Mr. Hartman erred, then, or at least; 

I would assu m e on this, unless he actually had some kind of 
consultation with the record, which he could have had, inasmuch 
as these materials were at hand. I would say that there is 

i 

i 

no doubt that — in other words, there is no definitive 
significance to be attached to that expression. On recounting 

he may find six, or he may find four. He was not, I think, , 

" 1 
t 

in putting this memorandum together — ? 

■ 

Mr* Goldsmith* Do you know what a DBA is? 

Mr* Rocca. DBA, I would judge, is a bureau, is a 

bureau indicator. 

Mr. Goldsmith. According to that memorandum by 

* i 

Mr. Helms, there were substantially more than five document^ 
in the file. I am wondering what the reason for the incons|st 
tency is between the Helms record and the Hartman memo. 

Mr. Rocca. I think that you could undoubtedly work 

« 

it out and it would turn out to be something completely 

i 

(excusable) because the DBA memo — this is a cryptonym 

for bureau material. j 

\ 

« 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Burke has located the document. j 

k 

According to this document, which is CIA number 2038f 
prior to the assassination, included in Oswald's 201 file 
were seven documents from the FBI, ten from the Department ©f 
State, two from the Department of Navy, one from the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, and then there were 
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4 


internal CIA documents and newspaper clippings. 

Mr. Rocca. So, he is just wrong. 

His talley is in error. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, at the bottom of 2038 there is 


w 1 

A 


7 ';! 


a notation which I would like you to review. In parentheses 

a 

it indicates "inventory of documents contained in file 
attached for all but addressee." 

.j 

■A 

\ 

Let me bring that to your attention and see if you cdjn 
explain that to me. 

ij 

Mr. Rocca. Ch, v/e did not attach the actual documents 

>s 

to anybody but the addressee. We gave them just a list of 

•.$ 

% 

those documents, apparently. That would-be my reading of j 


this. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine 


Mr. Rocca. I mean, it would have required a large 


' 'I 


ii 

1! 


** 7 ! 




scale reproduction. 


• Mr. Goldsmith. Would a file search conducted by 

Mr. Hartman in 1963 definitely have resolved the question of 

\ 

.4 

whether Oswald was ever connected with the Agency in any • 


wav? 


Mr. Rocca. As far as I'm concerned it would have. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Assuming things were done in the 

ordinary course of business. 

Mr. Rocca. Assuming that he had checked all the places 
that he had said he checked and that we knew about, that would 
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have been definitive. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, you indicated earlier that you 

♦ 

did not regard it unusual that Oswald's 201 file was opened 

t 

over a year after the first indication of his giving informatior 
to the Soviets was obtained by the Agency. 

> » 

Mr. Rocca. But only within a few months of the . 


'f 

receipt of the first information regarding this as I under-^ 


$ < 

* . 


stood it 


i : 


Mr. Goldsmith. Well, the information was initially ■ . 
received in October of 19 59. The file was ooened in 

I • 

A 

December of 19 60, over a year after the initial receipt of 

* 

> . 

the information. 

In October or November of 1960, the State Department | 
sent information and it was sometime after the State Departm^ni 

i ■ 

conununicated to you and Oswald that the file was opened. * 

j 

"i 

* 

Mr. Rocca. In other words, we're arguing here the i • 

;l 

$ 

stimulus and how close to the action the stimulus was. 

^ ♦ 
t 

Mr. Goldsmith. Exactly. 

Mr. Rocca. I’m saying that the stimulus — speaking ;i ; 

I 

i 

for Miss Edgerter, I don't know what prompted her to do this;* • 
or the timing, because it was not my component. I had no 

:i % 

knowledge that the action even was being done. In fact/ ] : 

I was pleasantly surprised on the 23rd f which was a Friday, 
to know that we— and I learned this on Saturday morning 
when I went into the office — that we even had a 201 on 
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him. 


So, I'm simply giving you my best guess, Mr. Goldsmith 


And I don't regard it as unusual. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you regard the fact that the Agenpy • 

r 

4 

never debriefed Oswald or that there is no record of such a* 

i 

J 

5 

debriefing upon Oswald's return from the Soviet Union as , 

a •’ 

i 

l 

unusual in any way? ■ 

T \ 

i 5 

Mr. Rocca. No, not at all. 

. i ■ 

Mr.Goldsmith. Why not? 

k * 

Mr. Rocca. Because under the delimitations agreement, 
he was strictly the Navy's baby, and the FBI's baby, and 

l 

that is it. 


% 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Even though he may have had. information 


M- 


of — 


hi 

Mr. Rocca. I'm going to Indian wrestle with you ,on 



this one. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, I want to indicate to you 


v 

.• 4*4 


« 


' ' 1 


that, again, you should not infer from my line of questioning ; 
that we — 


Mr. Rocca. I'm not. I'm joking. I'm joking. 

f.l 

Mr. Goldsmith. — are predisposed in any way towardf 


HA 

-rtf 


1 the resolution of this issue. And, I don't want to arm 


wrestle with you. 


*■?- 1 
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Rocca. Well, you are aware of the delimitations" 


agreement and the specifications that it sets out with respect 
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to the approaches to and the responsibilities for the security 


of members of the Armed Forces, former members of the Armed 


Forces. It's a very, very strictly adhered to code that 


Mr. Over and the members of the domestic community drew 


up in 1940, and which we respected very, very carefully. 


This is a decentralized approach to security. It has its 


disadvantages and any kind of cooperation that you get has t|o ; 

\ 

4 •? 

.4 

come from — on cases, has to come from mutually arrived at s 


agreement. 


And this man, as a Naw man, a Marine, was strictly ( j 

“ i 

■fi 

their baby. And that would be my answer to it. 


Mr. Goldsmith. What is the formal name given to this! 

:5 


agreement between — 


Mr. Rocca. It is called the Delimitations Agreement.^ 
It is a primary document in trying to understand the very 


grave difficulties we have in working against an integrated <j 


adversa;ry. 


Mr. Goldsmith. And this agreement was promulgated in; 


1940, roughly? 


Mr. Rocca. 1940, and revised at various times 


periodically. It still exists and it governs and lays down 


the ground rules. 


And, if anyone asked me in R & A at that time whether - * 


or not we should debrief this man, the first thing that would 


have come to my mind was stay away from it, it's a Navy 


-ry 








~\ 


'7 





• \ •/ 
• • -i , 


A 


i 





& 




CONFIDEN 


T I A L 


248 


1 ! 


4 


0 j. 


i! 

- * 

' il 


9 I 

I 


, - ‘l 


I 4 


20 l 


■ i 

"* ? -} 


^.2 •*- J - -» 


matter, a Marine matter, and a Bureau matter, and they should. 

have priority. 

No one did, incidentally. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Even though Oswald may have had 
information of a positive intelligence nature, in other worcjjs, 

not only did Oswald pose an interest to the American i 

* 

intelligence community because he may have been a counter 

4 

intelligence security threat, but he also had access to 
information on the Soviet Union that might have been of 

v *j 

A 

positive intelligence significance, is your position still 
that no component within the Agency would have had an 

interest in debriefing him? 

Mr. Rocca. Would not have had a legitimate interest 

on its own to have done this. It would have had to 
coordinate with the Navy or with whatever component had the j 
responsibility under the Delimitations Agreement. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Despite the fact that Oswald may have 

had positive intelligence information? 

\ 

Mr. Rocca. Indeed, indeed. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 2137, 
which is a memo for Mr. Rankin dated 1 July, 1964, specifically 
dealing with the question of how Oswald was able to maxe 
the trip on a direct flight from London to Helsinki on 
October 10, 1959 and arrive at his downtown hotel in 


HeIsin 


ki bv nidnicrht of the same day, when the on-_/ ilxgh. 
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leaving London was a FinAir flight that would have arrived 
in Helsinki at 11:30, a time that would not have permitted 
Oswald to have cleared customs and made the trip to the 


hotel. 


- 1 

.1 


w } 

i 

i 

7 : ! 


This has been an issue that has received some attention 
recently. I am wondering whether the Agency was ever able 

* 

, . • 

j 

fully to resolve this question. 

i 

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, they were not. They 


* ,j gave up — there was a time schedule worked out and passed 

:! 

• t 
» < 

\ 

- ! to this Commission. This was a report done by Mr. Murphy's 


people, that Mr. Wigren, who I mentioned yesterday, worked 
on. I cannot judge its relevance without reading it. But 
I do agree that there is a — he did move fairly fast. 

But that may be just traveller's luck. 

(Pause) 

% 

Mr. Rocca. I can add nothing to this. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was the Agency ever able to resolve - 

the question of how Oswald was able to obtain a visa to entelr 

\ 

the Soviet Union as quickly as he did? 

Mr. Rocca. This, too, was a matter prepared by 
the appropriate component. I cannot recall its specific 
details.or really judge it in terms of its definitive 
quality. I think probably we did the best job we could 


on it 


You see, on the memo that you have just shown me, 


—I 7^ *7 "v T rn 
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which 2137, Duncan was the researcher in SB Division who 
worked on the problem and prepared the memorandum. 

I certainly am not qualified to challenge conclusions 
they reached. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I am not asking you to challenge theijr 

% 

conclusions. 

I am asking you whether any additional information « 
ever came to your attention pertaining to this issue. 

Mr. Rocca. Ah, that's another matter. I'm sorry, I 
didn’t understand that. >1 

’.t 

a 

NO. ; 

Mr. Goldsmith. According to CIA number 2047, which 
I will read to you in relevant part, it indicates that an j 

rj 

Agency source stated that there was no record that there wasl* 

: i 

any request for a U.S.S.R. visa processed through normal 
channels for Oswald at any time during 1959, and the source i 
indicated it was difficult to explain how Oswald might have ' 
received his visa in two days without going through normal 

•. l! 

channels. "The only conclusion which can be drawn is that 

jv 

i-; 

Oswald must have received his visa directly from the Soviet ; 
Embassy in Stockholm, which occasionally has done special 

i 

cases." But the source has no evidence to confirm this 
assumption. 

=i 

Do you know whether the Agency was ever able to 


resolve the auestion of how Osw T ald was able to obtaxn has 
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visa so expeditiously? 

Mr. Rocca. No. I do not believe that they were able 
to do that. This is, however, one of the open questions 


~ I that should be worked on 


;i 

7 il 


• Mr. Goldsmith. Does that suggest in your mind that 
Oswald may have had an intelligence connection of some kind3 
Mr. Rocca. Indeed. 


C I 


Let me — strike that. It would suggest that if ; 

■■1 

indeed it turns out that he did have facilitation in his vida 


of that kind--in other words, that visa facilitation would 
tend to suggest that and not the other way around, as I 
originally indicated. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would Mr. Hartman’s investigation 


into the question of whether Oswald was connected with the 
Agency also have led him to determine whether Oswald was an 


agent cf some other U.S. intelligence agency? 


Mr. Rocca. I think probably not. 

Mr. Goldsmith. You mentioned earlier that — 


\ -i 


Mr. Rocca. Though I reserve. If he mentions in his 
memorandum the Inter-Agency Source Defector List, which I 


think he should have checked, there should have been a 


reference there. 


| Mr. Goldsmith. Would that conclusively indicate 

* < '■ 

: whether Oswald was an agent of another agency? 

Mr. Rocca. If ail of the provisions that were — and I 
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misstated the list — this is the Inter-Agency Source 

I 

Register, not the Inter-Agency Defector List — the Inter-Ageiic 

i 

i 

i 

Source Register — and I believe he did check it. If the ! 

( 

provisions governing coordinating had been carried out, : 

there would have been a drop card in there. 

4 

4 

So, the answer to your question would be yes, at leaajt j 


!! 
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as a start. 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall whether the Warren 

;j ; 

Commission was at all particularly concerned with regard to \ \ 

-i 

'■i . 

the question of whether Oswald was an agent of the CIA? 

\ t 

Mr. Rocca. No questions of that kind, as far as I . 

S 

can recall, were directed through this working level associaijtio: 

I 

that I had with Slawson and Coleman and others on this 
point, as far as I know. 

/ 11 ■ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Although apoarently there was a meetifig 

with Mr. Dulles that you attended where Dulles indicated to . 
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you that the Warren Commission had asked him to investigate thi: . 

"t # .> 

I 

question. 


it 


! “ 
I 4 


20 i 


■i I 


i .1 


/- 
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Mr. Rocca. The meeting with Mr. Dulles, as you kindly ■■ 

♦ 

« 

■i J 

noted yesterday, was for another purpose, and he simply brought 

i i 

that in as a matter of collateral, reading the memorandum, 
as he tended to do, of course. This was a matter that had 


-vf/ 


■u-V 




. I 


come up 


So f there was, aooarentlv, an interest to the extent ~ 

\ 

that Rankin talked to him about it. 
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But I was not brought in on that phase. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Why was Mr. Dulles disinclined to 

» 

get involved in this issue? 

I 

Mr. Rocca. I think it was — I’m simply guessing, 
now —• I would say that it would involve a whole matter of 
conflict of interest; that is, as a member of the Commission, 

e 

i 

he should be objective in these matters. That would be my | * 


-* ■ * 
y ! 


i c j 


* 2 -I 
i 


guess 


• -T 

Mr. Goldsmith. How would you evaluate the significance 


of Oswald’s early discharge and relatively expeditious 

£ 

* 

discharge from the military? 

Mr. Rocca. I think it shows palpable and manifest i 

* 

bad faith on his part and I can't go beyond that because | 

i 

I don't know any more facts. ] 

* ; i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Bad faith in the sense that he was j 

* 1 

l 

getting a hardship discharge and then took off for the Soviejjt 


Union? 


Mr. Rocca. That's right 


Yes. Is that the correct word to use, when a person 
gives an excuse that is not sustained by his subsequent • 




actions? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, does the fact that he obtained ■ 

. i 

% 

this early discharge suggest to you that Oswald may have hadl 
intelligence associations of some kind? 

Mr. Rocca. Not necessarily. People would nave- 
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done this — lots of people get out of the armed forces 
for various reasons. I don't think that alone can really 
stand the weight of the interpretation that you have 
suggested here, taken together with the meeting with 
presumably the Cuban, whoever it was, that Delgado describe^, 

i • 

i 

the Schweitzer correspondence, which apparently should be 
looked at again in terms of whether or not it was really a 
screen, because if it was, then it shows a degree of 

i 

deliberateness which associates itself with the request fora 
compassionate departure from the Marine Corps. It tends th^n 
to accumulate points on a line that this was a deliberate 
course of action. 


.'i 

T « :[ 


ti 

;i 

16 i 


But even when you put all of that together, you are 
far from anything that would exclude any contrary hypotheses, 

:-Jj 

and that is what you are trying to get out of analysis. 

For that reason, as I said yesterday, you have to be 


!l very, very careful in drawing conclusions 


Mr. Goldsmith. Excuse me. 


(Pause) 

Mr. Goldsmith. You indicated yesterday that you did 


20 : 
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not have any memory of the Gutierez allegation. 

Mr. Rocca. I was unable to do any kind of reading 
in the report, or in the depositions to the Warren Report 


last night, so it still is a vague and hazy affair. 


(Pause) 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Did you have any responsibility 


with regard to the CIA's handling of the Nosenko issue? 

Mr. Rocca. During the time of the Warren Commission? ’ 

l 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. 


- i 


0 


Mr. Rocca. None at all. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Which unit was responsible for 


Nosenko at that time? 

Mr. Rocca. The handling responsibility was SB 
Division. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Does that stand for Soviet Branch? 


Mr. Rocca. Soviet Branch, Soviet Division — Mr. Mui|ph 

| 

< • 

In the staff which would have had an interest, the componentjs : 

-i 

concerned would have been Ops, the Ops component, it would 
have been Mr. Hunt. 


Mr. Goldsmith . What's Mr. Hunt’s first name? 

% 

Mr. Rocca. James Hunt - not Howard Hunt. 

And, perhaps even Mr. O'Neill and SIG, although I 


4 : I 


I 
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cannot say on this. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Did you ever have any involvement 


in the Nosenko case? 
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Mr. Rocca. Later 


Mr. Goldsmith. When was that? 


Mr. Rocca. In 1966 - 1967. 


Mr. Goldsmith. What was your role at that time? 

y ■ 

Mr. Rocca. If it's relevant to your interest, I mean — / 


? t n 


\? ^ 


I A 


CONFIDENTIAL 


256 


V 


* 

(0 

K 

O 

a 

c 

o 

(0 

a 

tt 

o 

3 

<r 

3* 

a> 

y 

o 


3 

m 

O 

ft 

3 * 

© 


P 

ft 

O 

3 

P 


> 

M 

O 

3* 

P* 

< 

© 

© 

X 
(n 
O 


* 

a 

M 

UJ 


cTi 




r> 


<vi 

o» 

«—/ 


v: 
- + 


C.1 


on 


r* 

c 


•i 

i ;! 


>* ! 

y. i 

i 


- 1 


,i 

it 


- it 

M 


5 ! 


i 

:l 


7 I 


Mr. Goldsmith. The reason that it would be relevant 

is because of the manner in which Mr. Nosenko was handled by 

* 

the Agency vis-a-vis the information that was given about him 
to the Warren Commission. It requires the committee to look 
into both his treatment in 19 64 as well as years subsequent 

to that time. 

Mr. Rocca. My entry into the Nosenko case — I am 
perfectly wiling to discuss this — I think it enters into : 


% 


%: : 


certainly Mr. Marcucci's indication — was in connection 
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with the review and appraisal of the final report prepared, ,j 
or the first draft final report prepared by the Soviet 
Division on the case, and their proposed recommendations j 
for the handling of the case which, as I say, took place ; 

in ’65, *66, or '67. 

I was asked — by that time, in other words, the cas^ 
had reached a concrete stage of, a pile of, a report that 

was nearly a foot high. I was asked to read it and to comment 

• • 

upon it and its recommendations. 

v • • 

Mr*, Goldsmith* What was your assessment of that re 
Mr. Rocca. My assessment of the report was and th^.s 
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the record, and there is a report/ and I defer all ofs 
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my remarks here to that paper, because the question is a 


a 

complex one—that the report should be cut down by at least.; 


half; that it was too long; and that the overall diversity 
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the report, which included a lot of other elements that 
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were not related to the Nosenko case, concerned other 
aspects, like the Golitzin case, be cut out of it, because 

I 

* 

i 

they simply encumbered it; that overall, the appraisal that 
was made that he was a dispatch defector — and that certain ! 

i 

vi 

action should be taken by the FBI to confirm this or to revi|ew 

i 

it and to take further action with respect to his stay in ; 

» 

■ 

I 

the United States — should be looked at with great care * 

i 

because he had rights under the circumstances. < 

Mr. Goldsmith. Who made the actual decision to detaili 

r.i m 

Nosenko under hostile conditions during the period in which 1 
he was in CIA custody? , . 

4 

: i 

1 ' 

Mr. Rocca. The Chief of SB Division, to the best 

* l 

* • 

« 

of my knowledge. ! ' 

Mr. Goldsmith. What input did Mr. Angleton have 

* 

r 1 * 

* ri 4 

on that? 

« > 

Mr. Rocca. I think he was opposed to that. 

;Mr. Goldsmith. What was Mr. Angleton*s suggestion 

I? ■ 

for the way that Mr. Nosenko should be treated? 

j * 

» 

Mr. Rocca. This is not within my competence to 

i 

i 

answer because I don't know the thing. It concerns — in : i 
other words, you are asking me questions that deal with the ‘ ; 

it 

? t 

'i 

* * 1 

period that was antecedent to the time that I came into the I . 

case. 

1 4 

Mr. Goldsmith. Did Mr. Angleton ever discuss that 
with you? 
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Mr* Rocca. On the basis of hearsay, then, discussions; 

* 

Mr. Angleton would have wanted a much longer period of 

* 

interrogation based on the actual materials that had been ■ 

l 

accumulated before anything like hostile interrogation was 
undertaken, if at all. In other words, to my recilection, . 

I 

« 

in my recollection, there was a significant difference on ; 

1 

I 

1 

this point. But it was ex post facto; the decision had 1 

i 

t 

I 

already been taken and made and that was irreversible at 
that time. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know what role Mr. Helms had 
in making that decision? 

Mr. Rocca. I do not. : 

1 

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like to discuss with you brieifly 


a hypothetical, and I am aware of the Agency's position re 
Nosenko today. 

Hypothetically, if it could be established without 


any doubt that the story that Nosenko gave to the FBI and thte 
CIA regarding the manner in which Oswald was handled in the j 

i 

Soviet Union — if it could be established that that story j 
was completely untrue or completely unbelievable, what, 
significance would that have on the question of whether 
Nosenko was a bona fide or a dispatched defector? 

Mr. Rocca. It might have no significance, or it migbtt 
have much significance. 

He could be a bona fide defector who had been fed * 
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these materials on the basis of some kind of preknowledge 
that it was his intent to go and that he is therefore an 

i 

*« 

unwitting bearer of a version of the case. Or, on the 

4 

a 

other hand, it could indicate that he is a controlled channel 
of communication. ; 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, your opinion is — 

Mr. Rocca. And there are shades of in between 
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■V:r ; 

%» 
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these too. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Your opinion is that that doesn't cul| 


I 

I • 



either way, then, in terms of the accuracy of his — 

Mr. Rocca. No, it doesn't. It cuts both ways. 

I mean, this is the point. It doesn't resolve it to the 
exclusion of any other hypothesis, which is what I was , 

talking about is the nature of the evidence that you need ] . 

1 • 

here, and until you get it, you've damn well got to keep it 1 

> 

$ 

out of the press, it seems to me, because you create problems, 

1 

then, at the human level that are really irresolvable. Thatj 

i 

is what is, of course, dangerous. 

\ 

I thought you were going to ask a totally different * 

i 

question, which is how would it affect the whole hypothesis ^ 

r t 

‘•j 

of Oswald in the KDB, which would strike me as being a ■: 

V 'f 

much more relevant question to ask. 1 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, Mr. Rocca, I’m afraid that you j 

i 

anticipated my next question. 
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Mr, Goldsmith. Why don't you answer that one now. 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I would have to do it the same way. 


Mr. Goldsmith. 


It would take, in other words — it would take very, 
very hard evidence either of an agent character or of a 
cipher breakthrough to convince me that he was a mandated 
killer to begin with, because the nature of the crime, his 
conduct and association with the deed are such that this 
responds entirely to what I would consider a self-motivated 


act. 


So, even if, in other words, he were in touch with 


.. I 


-.0 

.1 


*o ; 


i t 


the KGB and an agent-—and that would be the implication if 
you drew the evidence on Nosenko as being a phony agent, 
right — coming back to your question -— I still believe 
you would be far from the point of being able to go into the 
World Court or the United Nations or into a diplomatic 

demarche or indeed into something even more serious and 

♦ 

# 

state this to have been the causative act. 

\ i 

Is that being fair on the evidence? 

It seems to me this is what is required in a case of . 
this seriousness. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I just have one more question to ask, 

r 

you prior to taking a brief recess. 

. * 

Mr. Rocca. Let me add, however, what I said yesterdajjf, 
that notwithstanding that question, there is no question in 
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my mind that there is additional information in both Havana 


and in Moscow that bears on this motivation and conduct. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Would you please review CIA number 


2041, which is a cable dated 6 January, 1964, dealing with 


an individual named Mohammed Reggab 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. Let's see. This is a person in 


il • 


I don't know that I have reviewed this. 


(Pause) 


Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Reggab was an individual who cam£ 


forward and indicated that at one time he had been a boyfriend 


i 

of Marine Oswald, and he gave the authorities on her backgrjmn 

'% 9 


that differed from the story that Marina herself gave. 


I an wondering if you are familiar with Mr. Reggab's 


story? 


Mr. Rocca. No 


Mr. 


Iwho originated this, is still present. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether Mr. Reggab ever 


worked for the Agency? 


Mr. Rocca. I do not know that. 


Mr. Goldsmith. The memo suggests the possibility that 


he was going to start working for the Agency. 


Do you know whether that was ever pursued? 


Mr. Rocca. I do not know that. 


I simply am not cognizant of the facts here. 
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Mr* Rocca* Incidentally, are you stiil talking 




• 20 




hypothetically? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, if you would like to discuss 

I 

something hypothetically, I am open for it. 

i 

• Mr. Rccca. I want to revert to the Minktenbaugh 
analogy and the woman and the case, the MO. 

I 

w 

• 

Mr. Goldsmith. Please do. ; 

* f 

:*■ • 

Mr. Rocca. These things, identities in time and spacjle ■ 

4 

: i 
•4 

and method, are significant, at least at the laboratory levels., 

} 

so that the kind of thing that the Soviets might have had in . 

i ■ 

mind for Oswald and Marina—if that is her true name, • 

4 * 

:) 

whatever her identify is, and if we do know ail about her, 

r 

4 

and my great regret is that she was not polygraphed, as Ruby; 

was — I think this is very definitely a portion — because : 

she certainly to Patricia Blake said things that I had not 

* 

heard on the record before about her past. 

The Walker thing fits better into the pattern of a 

■ji 

special kind of operational thing, if you, indeed, can beliepe 

"i 

that Walker was a part of Oswald’s interest, as she claims j 


it was 


So, you have, in other words, coming back 


to the 


hypothesis, that element of taint with Oswald on the part 
of the KGB. But I do feel that however you press it on the 
basis of the present f fevidence" — in quotes — it still 
falls short of succestinc that he was a mandated killer in 
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this instance 


I want to make that perfectly clear. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


Let's take a brief recess at this time. 

(A brief recess was taken;) 

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like to inform you, Mr. 


I Rocca, having just taken this brief recess, that I have had 


* 
. * 


■4 

■* 


■i ; 
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occasion to review some additional documents that were 
provided to me by the Agency. 

Yesterday you made reference to a second memorandum 
that you had prepared with regard to the work of the 
Rockefeller Commission and that document has now been made 
available to us. 

Mr. Rocca. In its entirety? 

Mr. Goldsmith. So far as I know, in its entirety, 

• j 

so that many of the points that were raised yesterday, wheref 

V . 

you made reference to the memorandum, will be pursued by 

my staff and myself. But I just wanted to clarify that | 

i 

because there was some suggestion that there was a memorandum 
that was missing and, in fact, it has turned up. 

Mr. Rocca. Good. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I have a few questions to address 


to you. Basically they are of a wrap-up nature, followup 
questions based upon our review of yesterday's discussion 
First, dealing with Luisa Calderon, the suspected 




Zj :K i i, r \ _ 








C O N 7 


D E N T I A L 


264 


» i 


DC I agent who may have had contact with Mr. Oswald, I would 
like you to refer to CIA number 1843, which is a cover 
page to a transcript. The transcript is the one that 
contains the conversation in which Luisa Calderon makes 
her cryptic reference to the Kennedy assassination and 
suggests that she may have had foreknowledge. 

I am not going to go into any detail with regard to 

} 

the transcript itself as you and I have already discussed , 
the substance. • 

I would simply ask you to read 1843 and tell me if 

-< 

•j 

you can identify whose handwriting appears on that page. ■ 

i 

Mr. Rocca. Oh, you are not asking me to read this. : 

« 

t 

We talked about this yesterday. 

I'm afraid I cannot recognize it, I’m sorry to say. • 

' i 

It just makes no impression. It looks like a woman's :J 


handwriting, but these are just guesses. 

Mr. Goldsmith. The handwriting indicates that a 

transcript is to be sent to someone named Galbond— 

\ 

G-A-LtB-O-N-D — via Kingman. 


Do you know who those individuals were? 


' i 


C- < ' -- 


Mr. Rocca. I do not. My guess would be that 

'i I 

this has to do with the Warren Commission and their receipt; of 


the material 


Mr. Goldsmith. The notation, the handwritten notation, 

t 
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also indicates the following comment: "Nothing to 3uro M 
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,j and Buro is spelled B-U-R-0— "yet." 

Do you know whether this transcript was ever given 
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to the FBI? 


Mr. Rocca 


No 


Whether that transcript was or not. 


J 

fi 


i i 


I cannot say. They already knew the substance of it, of 
course, from the earlier transmissions. My guess is that 
this was the translation from Spanish that was done for the 
Commission by the Agency. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the FBI was 
specifically informed about the conversation that Luisa 
Calderon had in which she made the reference to the Kennedy 
assassination? * ; 

* i 

| ; 

Mr. Rocca. I'm certain of it — that is, I can't -1 ; 

* 

prove it by the papers that were shown to me yesterday. Butj ; 

* 

I would be certain of it in my own mind. 

% 

■ 

* 

(Pause) 

• Mr. Rocca. As I say, it is my recollection that 

H 

these things were translated for the Commission by the Agency. 

< 

•f 

I 

'ii « 

They would be done by people in WH Division who had the | . 

» 

» 

competence in the language, and therefore there would be 1 = 

i 

different components involved and different routings, . 

‘ ; I 

obviously. 

rt 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall ever seeing any cable i 

» 

traffic that made specific reference to Luisa Calderon 
and this conversation? 
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Mr. Rocca. No. I would not exclude that there had 
been such, though. But I don’t remember any. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Can you indicate that the Bureau 
received via transmission this conversation? 


* - 

3?, - 


Mr. Rocca. Oh, I am certain of it. 

Mr. Scott would have taken it up directly with his 
Bureau colleague at a certain point, when it was indicated 
that there should be lateral transmission. 

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like you to refer now to 


CIA number 2206, which is a summary of events that took pla^e 

? <i 

during the visit by Warren Commission staff to the Agency 

I 

station in Mexico City in 1963. Paragraph seven of this ; 

’ * 

I 

document specifically indicates the information that was 

i 

unavailable for review by the Warren Commission staff. 

Would you please review paragraph seven of this document 
(Pause) 


i Y 


Mr. Rocca. I have reviewed this 


Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 


4 

Is there any reference in that document, specifically j 

» 

; i 

in paragraph seven, to the Warren Commission staff being given 
access to a transcript of Luisa Calderon’s conversation? 

* t 

Mr* Rocca* There is no reference. There is no 

*. 

specification that among the items listed is that piece. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now yesterday we discussed this issufe 
and I asked you whether you would be willing to assist the 
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in trying to resolve it. I recall your response as affirmative 

$ 

Mr. Rocca. I will always volunteer for anything. 1 

I 

Mr. Goldsmith. We will attempt to make arrangements 

with the Agency to give you access to some of these materials. 

> 

♦ 

so that we can determine conclusively whether or not this 
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This memorandum is Win Scott's summary memorandum. 

Again, things can be omitted from memoranda, and I would ■ | 

I 

i 

assume that that's the case in this instance. ‘ : 

He was so firmly committed — Win was, personally — ;! • 
to the fact of Cuban involvement. In fact, he went far. 
beyond what I would regard as publicly discussible, inferenqial 

i 

• -i 

judgments in that regard , in his discussions with me that I i * 
can't believe absolutely that he would ever withhold it. j 

I 

1 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you give us a summary now of 

i 

'i 

what Mr. Scott's theories were with regard to the possibility i 

• E 

of Cuban involvement. 

, T 

1 

Mr. Rocca. He felt that there was very definitely ! 
the possibility of Cuban involvement with Oswald, but he ! 
could, not arrive at any dsimite information. And frankly. 


I don't remember getting down to details that would oe c_ 
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really significant use to you in your own investigation 

here* beyond the statement that he also had this conviction. : 

* 

He also felt that way about the Soviets, of course. 

i 

$ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, yesterday we also discussed the 

v 

photograph that had been taken of the individual who has be4n 

» 

« 

referred to by the press as "The Mexico Mystery Man,” and 

i 

I showed you a document labeled CIA number 2138, which is ; j 

9 

a memo dated 12 May, '64, from Mr. Angleton to you, in whici^ ; 

i ! 

V 

a statement is made to the effect that the Agency might ' ! 

consider waiting out the Commission with regard to this ! ; 


issue. 
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I m sorry, I referred to the incorrect document. 

■>* 

\ 

* 

In fact, it is number 2139, and the date is 5 March, '64. Tlie' 

I ■ 

memo is from you, Mr. Rocca, to Richard Helms, and you indicate 
that Mr. Angleton does not desire to respond directly to 

the request from Mr. Rankin for some materials. : 

’ ) 

• r ! I 

In the second paragraph you indicate that Mr. Angleto|i ' 
would prefer to wa.it out the Commission in the matter covered 

i 

by paragraph 2. \ 

i 

Would you please review this at this time. 

(Pause) • 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know when the Warren Commission 

. r 

was given the full story on the photographic surveillance 
operation in Mexico City, and specifically the relationship 
between tnat operation and the Mexico raysterv man? 
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Mr. Rocca. Could I ask a question here as a matter 


* I 


o !! 


« '« 

» i 


iw I 




of information? 

Mr. Goldsmith. Certainly, please do. 

Mr. Rocca. "This is responsive to paragraph three 
of Rankin's letter, see reference tab" — is that here? 

Mr. Goldsmith. No. 

In fact, the letter was not attached to the document \ 

3 

although it is indicated that it was. 

3 

i 

«il 

Mr. Rocca. "J does not desire to respond directly j 
to paragraph two of that letter which made a levy for our | 


material which had gotten into the hands of the Secret ServJ.cs 

\ « 

r ^ • 

since 23rd of November. We found that except for three ‘ 

•i 

t : 

telegrams all that the Secret Service had was material we |j 

I 

had sent to McGeorge Bundy at the White House. Apparently 

s 

£ 

he had simply passed it to the Secret Service as a matter o|E 

* 

internal information. Unless you feel otherwise. Jim would* 
prefer to wait out the Commission on the matter covered by j 

paragraph two. which is a levy for our material which had i 

\ 

gotten into the hands of the Secret Service since the 23rd t 

f 

i 

♦ 

of November and which has previously been described. If J 

» 

they come back on the point, he feels that you or someone j 
from here should be prepared to go over to show the Commissjion 
the materials rather than pass them to them m copy. 
Incidentally none of these items"— is —"of new substantive 


interest 


'e have either passed the material in substance 


' « 
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;i 

: i 


•> : i 


9 it 

■ I 
:| 


» ^ ' i 

I VJ 


to the Commission in response to earlier (levies) or the 

I 

items refer to aborted leads — for example, the famous six 
photographs which were not of Oswald (and) the passenger 
manifest of an airline which also did not pertain to Oswald. 

If you desire to take note of the levy in paragraph two, 

I 

: • 

we would recommend that you indicate on the attached" and • 

so forth. • 

♦ 

•i ■ 

Well, we don't have the Rankin thing. But my 
recollection is that very shortly thereafter this — 

■ 1 

Mr. Goldsmith. Incidentally, for the record, I just; 
want to indicate that we've reviewed the Rankin letter and 

I 

t i % 

A 

it is unclear specifically what it is referring to. That's f 

m 

I 

why I haven't bothered to show it to you. i 

i • 

• t 

Mr. Rocca. Well, it's very clear that this is uncleajr,: 

•i * 

too, because it refers to something unclear, it seems to me^ 


In other words, it sounds like something that had beajn ; 
gotten to Rankin in a kind of vague and hazy way, that was 

1 ! 

really not stabstantively new, that he made an issue of, and 

j 

\ 

that this refers to simply avoiding duplicating needlessly 

I 

a paper that had already been disposed of, or taken care of,* , 
or was in the process of being taken care of. 

1 # 

Mr. Goldsmith. Now nevertheless, there is language J 
to the effect there that Mr. Angleton was concerned with 
waiting out the Commission. :• 

Mr. Rocca. Well, in other words, if he could show 


j . i r 
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6 I 


7 •:! 
.1 


v .» 

■i 


j 

>7 i 
:I 


:i 

'5 ;i 


c* ~n : 


m 


;* / ’V 


that this material was not of any new substantive interest 
and that it was already being taken care of, it would avoid 

i 

a needless stage of reproduction and of discussion — I think 

■ 

is the intent behind this. 

< 

✓ ) i 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you when the Warren Commission staff. 

I * 

i 

m 

was told about the Mexico City photograph? j 

j 

Mr. Rocca. I cannot recall the date of it, but they 

r 

came over and received the photograph and looked at it from 

1 

ii 

my very hands. I had in my hand an envelope containing the! 

:4 

i 

entire run of the photographs that had been submitted to me| 

i 

* : 

by the desk, the WH desk, Mr. E5c£«o 1 as of that time. j 

What date that was — it could be May, it could be j 

• 

]| 

April, it could be March. I think it was later — it was \ 
sooner rather than later. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Let me show you a document labeled j 

* 

) 

24 March, 1964. The subject is Mexico City, CIA dissemination 

j 

\ 

of information on Lee Earvey Oswald. The document , rather 

i 

is labeled March 26, 1964, and it is an internal memo, i 

.1 

Warren Commission staff, CIA number 2221 and 2222. In 2222f, 

i 

the author of the memo indicates as follows: "As you know, 
we are still trying to get an explanation of the photograph 
which the FBI showed Marguerita Oswald soon after the 

i 

i 

G 

assassination. I hope that paragraph four of the memo of 

•i 

March 24, 1964, sent Mr. Rankin by the CIA is not the answer 
which the CIA intends to give us to this inquiry." 
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. .1 

- :| 


„ ( 


/ • 


Would you please review that. 

Mr. Rocca. Could I ask you again what paper this is? ■ 

i 

* 

I 

Is it from the Commission? 

t 

Mr. Goldsmith. It's a Commission internal memorandum — 
Slawson - Coleman, to Rankin. 

f 

(Bause) ; 

I 

» 

Mr. Rocca. Do we have paragraph four of the memorandum 

I 

of March 24? 'j • 

A 

Mr. Goldsmith. That letter, unfortunately, is not 

i 

available. The Agency did not send that to us. 

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that whatever this i 

i 

confabulation implies, that at some particular point — and j 

; i 

i t 

I don't remember the date, it was either at the end of Marchji ; 
or April — they came over and I showed them personally— 

4 

Mr. Goldsmith. Youwould certainly agree that by the 


*' j i 


end of March, that on this day, the — 

Mr. Rocca. As of this day it sounds as if they don't. 


have it. 


20 jl 


J 


l 

Mr. Goldsmith. —the explanation given was not I 

r . " 

» 

« 

satisfactory? j 

« 

Mr. Rocca. Well, I mean, they may have — one thing 
that came out of my reflections on our talks yesterday and 

' i* 

also today is the fact that these are all bricks assembled t 

. - 

in a aarticular fashion. 1 

What aooears to be lacking is a sense of the operational 
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relationship with which these bricks were handled at the tine. 

In this particular case, while they may not have had 
the final explanation or even an explanation that we ourselves 
were satisfied with inasmuch as we were dependent on reports 


- :l 


- :: 


7 '1 
'I 

'i 

:! 




from Mexico City, ti.ay certainly were aware of the fact that 
the thing was being worked on and that the issue existed. 

In other 'words, there was no question of withholding — and ; 

■i 

! 

this took place at the conversational level and was obviously 
unrecorded in any way. I find myself impossible here to fil}. 
in the proper cement on the operational level that would makfe 

ii 

some of these bricks more plausible than they would seem, i 
as they are taken out and just held up. 

But I have an absolute recollection of giving them 

» 

these photographs, and in the memorandum that you’ve gotten -s \ 

today, you will see that it turned out that there were even < 

* 

more photographs in the file — not of the particular eight 
men, but of others in the coverage which they provided in 
’75. Now this comes out of the desk. 

i 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you agree, nevertheless, that the 
author of this memo was not satisfied with the explanation 
that the Agency had provided with regard to the photographs 
as of that day? 


Mr. Rocca 


Yes,ves. 


:e was certainly rerlecting that in his internal 


memoranaun —memoranca. 


\7 rn 
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Mr. Goldsmith. Was there ever any effort on the part 
of the CIA to coordinate testimony given to the Warren 

Commission with the FBI? 

Mr. Rocca. None that I know of. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record) 


/ j 


' ;l 

;i 

9 i! 


!0 ■> 


:s : 


:a :! 




I* , 


> 

Mr. Goldsmith. What efforts, if any, were made to « j 

•i 1 

1 

i 

prep Mr. McCone prior to any briefings that Mr. McCone :i • 

gave to the Warren Commission? 

4 

. * * 

Mr. Rocca. I'm afraid I have to refer to whatever is 

i 

in the record, if any, on that, because I did not deal ;j 

personally with Mr. McCone on these matters. j • 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was there ever a concern evinced by 

9 

\ 

Mr. Angle ton or yourself or Mr. Helms that Mr. McCone give * 

* 

consistent testimony, either testimony or statements, to the! 

* 9 

Warren Commission? 

: Mr. Rocca. The thought would never have crossed my 

mind and, therefore, speaking for myself, the answer is 

\ 

:f I 

negative. I have never — I have not heard of anything 

" I 

1 1 

involving either Mr. Helms or Mr. Angleton in that respect, ;; : 
to the best of my knowledge or recollection. 

Mr. Goldsmith* Reading from CIA number 2138, which 
is a memo for Mr. Rocca from Mr. Angleton dated 12 May, 1964, 
it indicates as follows: "The DDF wishes to have from you 


a short but comprehensive memorandum which nignlrghts the 


t 4 

V ^ 
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W7 
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IX 




TN 


~ 1 


_ M 


.1 

‘I 

!i 

it 


■\ 

i 


basic issues or positions entered into by the Agency in its 

i 

dealings with the Commission. For example, Rankin indicated 

i 

that the Commission would wish to hear the Director's views 
as to how imorovements might be made in protecting tne 
President’s life. Further, they will probably ask questions 

regarding the possibilities that a conspiracy existed. ; 

■’ ; 

i 

Such general questioning certainly necessitates that the DC| ! 

it * 

4 ? 

i * 

be made aware of the positions taken during previous 




ji 


CT 


\ 




? :| interviews. 

:l 

. i 


it 


i si 


t : 
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n 

4 

.1 


* I 

it 

I » 

M 


14 ;» 

.1 
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I 
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70 


•I 


-Tf'l 


That language suggests that there was some concern fcir 

— - s 


Mr. Rocca. Well, this was a concern for a briefing 


i • 

i 

4 : 

n * 

hi ' 

,4 ■ 


I 

. I 


paper, as to what the main lines of response should be. This, 

• ’"i 

♦*? • 

is a perfectly normal and regular procedure, followed in ;j 

’ii 

the Agency before and since and in other agencies, and I thijnk 

l 

we saw yesterday the briefing paper that went up, that was j 
the product of, a combined product. But how the paper was j 
used by Mr. Helms is something that I can’t respond to. 

1 

You asked me whether or not — 

Mr. Goldsmith. Either Mr. Helms or Mr. McCone * I 

► 

apparently— ' j 

Mr. Rocca. You asked me about Mr. McCone. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes, and apparently the briefing 

Mr. Rocca. So, I have no way or knowing what Mr. ; 


Helms did with the paper, with Mr. McCone, or whether i 




4 ♦ 




3 used at all. 


would seem to me that as you read their 


•_2 
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» 
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*4 
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depositions before the Commission, they had obviously read 
the paper or it had been reviewed. However, what they said 
was far less substantial than what was indicated there. So 
I can’t say anything on the basis of a simple analysis at 


all at that point. 




But this is a routine request for preparing 


for the boss. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Was there any concern that the bosss 

i i 

wouil start making inconsistent statements? I 

•i 

Mr. Rocca. Why, I can’t believe it. That wasn't j 
what prompted it. It was that he would have a formal basisj 

if 

i 

for saying whatever he had to say that would be responsive j 

to the Commission’s needs. i 

Mr. Goldsmith. During its review of the Agency's 

■1 

Oswald file and related files, the staff of this committee pia 

i 

come across transcripts of telephone conversations involviijg. 


9 

* jef- 


for example, Mr. McCone, Mr.P 


"J My question to you i|s 


whether as a matter of routine telephone conversations werej 

i J • 

either taped or transcribed by the use of a stenographer ; 

. r 

* ■ j 

i ' 

listening to the conversations? 1 

r 

Do you have any knowledge of this taking place in ; 

1963 and 1964? 

Mr. Rocca. I have no knowledge that this took place 
as far as Cl is concerned at any time, which is what I can, 
seak to. That it was a practice of the Director to have these' 


. 'M 
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conversations recorded is something I think that came out 


-7 i 


2 ;! 
t 

« 

< 

rl 


'! 

7 !l 


5 ! 


of the Watergate matter and is therefore a matter of record \ 

I 

i 

for his own use. 

But whether ar.y cf that was done in 1963, new, is ; 

4 

simply — this is the first I've heard of it. 

I 

4 

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like to show you a transcript j 

» 

of a telephone conversation between Mr. McCone and Mr. Hoover; 

1 * * 

a 

ij i 

dated 26 November, 1963. It is CIA document number 2134. ! 


- : 


Does that appear to the a transcript of a telephone 


5 * 4 

w 




■ ^ 


conversation? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes, it does. ; 

Mr. Goldsmith . Would you read the middle paragraph* « 

i, * 

* i 

f 

which makes reference to an FBI informant. • 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. That’s LIENVOY. That's their material 


. . . _ <’ 


. . ,1 


* t ;* 


3. 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, how would — 

Mr. Rocca. I would interpret it that way. I have 


~ i! never read this piece of paper that I recall. That would b^ 


/ * 


my reaction. ; 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, let's get this cleari 

. -i * 

The Director of the FBI, Mr. Hoover, is making refer^nc 

w I 

to an informant that the FBI had in Mexico City, and he is 
indicating that the informant has informed the Bureau as to* 


’ I 


N T I A 





the contents of Oswald's conversations in Mexico City. 



From your answer, I take it that you assume that Mr. 
Hoover is referring to the LIENVOY operation. 

Mr. Rocca. And he is subtly letting Mr. McCone know 
that Mr. McCone's resources down there were not unique, that 


they, too, had access to £ 
Mr. Goldsmith. L 


J 


1 


Mr 


. Rocca. C 


1- 


yes 


Mr. Goldsmith. £* 

3 


»" 
M 




Mr. Rocca. Yes. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, how would Hoover have had access 


i ■ 

Vf 


ft 


to this information? 


Mr. Rocca. By the 26th, or by after the event, he 


would have been able to 


get £ 


J I think 


■4 

everything. I think they just rushed to give him everything 


Mr. Goldsmith. So, he would have had a V 
informant, do you think, that might have given him this 
information? 


1 


Mr. Rocca. I think that that terminology is sort of 
standard terminology that he would have used to cover and 


sort of mvthologize their coverage down there, and that wh 


he is referring to are V 
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have independently developed on the case by that time. I 


j would defer, obviously, to a Bureau man in reading it. But 

li 

2 ! 

,i I think that this is the correct line of interpretation. 



Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know Anne Goodpasture? 

Mr. Rocca. The name is familiar and I must have met 

i 

«S 

her. 

Mr. Goldsmith. She was a case officer in Mexico City \ 

■ i 

working with Win Scott. 

Mr. Rocca. She wrote that wonderful summary — ’■! 

? 

4 

Mr. Goldsmith. Which summary are you referring to? | 

Is 

Mr. Rocca. — of the case, of all the file. It's ] 

. i 

c 

a thick collection which summarizes every document in the j 

’i 

Mexican file. 

i 

Mr. Goldsmith. In the Mexican Oswald file? | 

Mr. Rocca. Yes, in the Mexican Oswald file. I • 1 

don't know. I mean, it may well be, but I certainly have 
not dealt with her — well, I hesitate to use the word ■ 

4 

l 

"intimately," but in the sense of this case. 

\ 

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. 

Do you know Mr. Scott Breckenridge? 

Mr. Rocca. Only in terms of the formality of concern ;j 

of the Inspector General. 

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether he was ever 

j 

involved in the investigation of the Kennedy assassination? 


Mr. Rocca. I don't know at all. 
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The individual over there who was involved was Lieder, 

i 

John Lieder at the time I left. . 

* 

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, I have no further questions 
to ask you. ; 

5 # 

• I would like to thank you for making yourself aval 
to the committee staff for the past day and a half. You've j ; 

m 

been very patient and you've been very generous with your 


? \\ 


time. 


I would like to ask for your assurance that you will 


= '2 ; not disclose your testimony nor the questions that were 

^ * a 

9 

_ m a 

'j i! 

§ •• i asked of you to anyone else. 

« < 

.1 :i 

2- j 

‘I :! Mr. Rocca. I give you that assurance. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you. 

We will be in contact with you in an effort to resol 

some of the questions that arose by virtue of this depositi 

* 

Thank you very much/ sir. 
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Mr. Rocca. Not at all 


Thank you. 

Thank you, Mr. Berk. 

Mr. Berk. Thank you very much 


;! • 


(Whereupon, at 1:27 o'clock, p.m., the taking of the 
deposition of Raymond G. Rocca concluded.) 








